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[he Mass Release of Specrad Settlers and bE viles 733,356 persons (Table |). The end of the “ivader of 
| [9%4. 1960) he peoples, the Ulkase of the Presidauan of the USSR 

’ . ’ wie? ' \¢ ‘ VY 2 7; ; ? 
1 SDOOIUA Moscow SOTSIOLOGICHESKIY! ea cabterettoy whl NAORER: I PES: Olt NARRATG (1 
ISSLEDOVANIYA un Russian No ]. Jan 9d virtually Gia NOt nVOIVe [he speciad Seltiers), (de arrest of 
L_P. Bera and the torst indications of the commng thaw 


yegned ress OI Dec YO) pp 5-26 

) SOCLA) ANG POlilicad lie gave rise LO hope and even 

Onftidence among (he Das nrMass Of Specrah settiers of 
Article by Viktor Hikolayevich Zemskov, candidate of thei carly release. Im 1953, there were nevther lange 
mtorivah sciences and sennor science associate ab the ntluacs into special) settlement nor large reivases trom 
USSR Hestory Instrtute of the USSR Academy of Ser there. TO put ne way. (hes process trittered along in 
nees. (lur journah has published his article “Special ne darecthon and the other. Bub evem im 1993, the 
Settlers (No 11, 1990)) number of released persons began to noteceably prevail 

ver the number of persons sent tO spectra) Settiement AS 
Feat) The dispatch of new contingents for special set- L result, regandiess of the nabhurah increave (the Diethrate 
lement did not end even rght umtsl the death of 1.V. was Sigpefivantiy higher tham the death rate), dumng 
Stalum As a result, by January 1953, the number of 953. the number of special settlers declined by 33,284 
specrah settlers. reached the maaimum amount ot persons { 1] 





lable 1: Number and Composition of Speciad Settlers (as of | January 1953)"}2} 
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yummber and © ompossion of Specuah Settlers (4s of | January 194392) (C continued) 
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lable |: Number and Composition of Special 


Settlers (4s of | January 1993)")2) (C ontmued) 





Vilnesses 17 trom Keasnodar Kray and Riostos 
Hlastin | 942. 5.428 tronm Georgia im 1954-1952. 5.189 
com the Western oblasts of the Ukrame and Belorussia 


440-1991. 4.051 lranrans (evacuated in | Y50 trom 
reorgiay 4.583 kulaks trony Western Belorussia in | 952. 


4.539 Anders followers: 4.234 Volksdeutsche and 


from the reegistrabron: of the spectai Sel 


Nu ( ORtiNgeets Registered Preseat iniviudang b Scuped \rresteod 
View Women ( hiid@res 
\ TERNED FROM POLISH ; : 
ERRETORY 
i s3 ‘6 heai4 53 484 U4) ase ‘Na SUD 
"t) mua 49S among the |.5)0.140 present adull special settiers (from | 7 years and older) there were ss Cecpmans, | 43.9454 
O33 Keammians OS? Tatars. 95.024 Lithuanians, 56.589 Russians, 53.019 Kalmyas, 40.503 Ingush, 40.54 CUNY 
l atwrans O34 Poles, 29.8438 Turks, 25.875 Moidayians, 20.866 Aaerbayans, 20.238 Armemanys, |4.762 Balkars. | 4 bSto 
SUigarians + Croorgmans, 6.02! Belorussans, 5.198 Jews, 4.993 Kurds, 3.459 L zbek 4 Kazakh > Kabdacda web 
3 »* Tayks, | 003 Cry psies, 97? Ramanians, “20 Kkemshiis, 060 Ossevans, 529 Bashkir, 520 Chavash, 480 Mordvons, 43 kK 
Narchans and Finns, }75 Kumyks, 338 Adzhar, 323 Awac, 265 Laz 212 Karatalpak, | 93 Udmurt, | 43 Czech + ( herkes + Ye 
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Pes 3.3/9 repapmated, | 15.426 locah 46.420 mobdr and Aighan bntiers in) 1 YS S72 [PIA ATi 
; | — , } ‘ , . ?* 2 
red H.O4b8 ym the Northerm Caucasus (324.319 Iirthodos Chriswansh and 9 interned trom Poi 
echens, 83,598 Imgush, 64.818 Karachan 33,883 tory [ibid 
Balkars) ).464. from the Cromea. (165.629 Tatars. 
S35 Cireeks. Armensans, Bulgamans and others) 
? ’ ? . r “Vret sto the T)ecree oi he LT INQ&R ry i A\4 
. 77 40OUN [Organmation of Ukramran: Natonalists} Veconeeng to tha Loeres sat ogi 
nemoers, | 38.956 from the Baling 1m) | 945-1949: 88.5601 ters Of ) JUIN 14° Um, Lifting Certam Re lion 
> y > - the i i a r 7 a i SP] ’ TY? 
m Creorgia in | 944.(48.1 22 Turks, 9.013 Kunds, | 451 e Legal Stabus of Special Lulers PMO eK 
Noemsans, 29.995 otheck 84.246 Naimyks: 56.262 from egistravon were the followang: a) the children \ eck 
1 “Bhick Sea Coast’ (38.973 Greeks, | 5.508 Dashnaks settlers wAO had nob reached the age ol COHGTED | 
$4 Turksk 36.216 Poles (evacuated in) | 996 36.057 special settlers over the age of 16 studying imine 
mm Moidavyia 949° 22.960 under the UlKase of t learning [ibtd \iter the remowal le desipnuler 
syne 1948 219 Viasewites: 17.943 kulaks trom ndividuais tron registratnon, the number ecu 
tuanna in 1994. 17.12) tonmmer kulaks (evacuated in Settiers decuned D HTMOSt le-thord ( Xa i 
1G-1933}h 1$.987 trom the Baltrc im | 940+) 941; luring | 994. according to the Deeree Gone 
408 tronmm Moidavia in 1940-1991. 10.228 Jehovah's lecisrons, some 42.560) Bait esulents MOR 


ecnien Ys &€ @& iv 


However. (be release carmed Out of persons under tht 
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doidren, although Deing removed tro 


nued to ve 
settiemen! 
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Signiiicant Gdeeree was 


tne parents 
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lable 2. Release of Baine Residents From Special Settlement in 1954 {3} 
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im 13 August 1994, the deeree was approved of the 
SSR C ouncu of Meustecs on: Lifting Restmectuons From 
Special Settlement From Former Kulaks and Other 
Persons |ibrd.|. Release was to be provided tor kulaks 
vho had been evacuated in) 1929-1933 and Germans 

mm (he subcontungents “focal”? and “moodtized’” who 
ud nevee deen resettled bul ah one tyme. had. been 
registered in the special settlements at the place of theur 
ermanent reswence. The chose of these contingents tor 
moval from regrstrawon was far trom accidental as 
considered the most settled and were not 
| they were released, of disrupting the benetits 

pectal colonizatvon, which consisted in the develop- 
nent smce 1930 of little-wnhabried and unmhabried 
-grons of the natwon by a forced resettlement policy. For 


TEESE vere 


apable, 


Ms Teason, 
rleasing the former kulaks of whom less than | 2.000 
ren remamed in Special settlement {4} was as follows 

aving estabhshed themselves. fimmiy 
re Current reswence..in line wath this the further 
mployment of restrictions on special settlement against 
[hese persons 18 not necessary... [Sh 


The decree of 13 August 1954. made two “oversights as 


tany former special settlers from the contungent of 


mer kulakS were demanding compensation for the 
lamages Suffered in the resettlement while others 
tended to return to the villages and hamiets where they 
vad lived betore the depossessron of the kulaks while the 
iecree did not supulate that no compensawon was owed 
» them and that they did not have the right to return to 
te former places of residence. Symular “oversights” were 
ihe subsequent ukases and decrees on the 
he spectral settlers 


lot made in 


=ivase ove 


mY May 1995, the Presrdiunmm of the CPSE Central 

mmritee adopted the Deeree on Lifting Restmetrons 
n Special Settlement Fromm Members of the CPSU, 

indidate Members of the CPS! and Members of Thew 
rammies [ibrd.|. AN the tamelres of communrsts were 
moved tron registration in the speciah settlements 
\ccording to the Veeree of the USSR-Couner) of Mmrs- 
ters of 24 November 1955 om Removing Certam Cate- 
ores of Special Settlers tronm Registration, the followang 
nd:viduals were to be released: participants in the Creat 
Putbmotice War or persons reeerving USSR orders and 
nedals. women who nad marred local residents as well 
s women of Russran, Ukramran and other nawonailities 
vho vad been expelled along wath the Crmmean Tatars. 

rechens and others because of manmtah relawonships 
vere Subsequentiy broken off smgle drsabled 
yersons and persons suffermg fronm incurable tliness who 
ndependentiv provide for thew exstence: 
nembers of the families of persons killed on the tronts ot 
ne Cireat Pabmotrc War: instructors from institutions of 


‘arming (ibid. 


vpn 


ouid lol 


terms of the indrviduals lett im speciah settlement, 
lectsions were taken which were to mrtygate conditions 
nd breong them closer to the status of full crtuzens. The 
ibove indicated decree of the USSR Couned of Mimris- 
954 granted the special settlers engaged in 


TS Of Ji 





n the decree the mam argument in favor of 


in) places of 
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SOCIQHN Uuselul labor the regnh to resme watlhin the timits 
of the given oblast. kray and 
thiciabh treps the reght 
nahnon tollowang general 
appendins gave a list Of Contingents of 


publi ind DON« n 
LO. mONMe TPeelty LO. any DOIN OF tae 
DFOVISLOOS 


Special SCLUCES DOL 


overed by this decree: UlKramran Natbonalists, bandits 
of the OUN-U PA (Organization of Ukrainnan National: 
ists—Likramran Rebel Army i: the accomplices of ban: 


dits and. the members of thee tamales capeticd tron: the 
western oblasts of the Ukrame in | 944-1992. the Anders 
tollowers: Jehowah’s Witnesses. fan 
dits. the accomptices of bandits and kulaks \ 
expelled tron Lithuania, Latvia and Eston as well 
tronmn the Western oblasts of the Ulkrame and Belorussn 
ind Pskew Oblast in) 19439-1992 frbrd.) 


mempers OF DAN: 


LOM PaMres 


Qn 13 Juin 1994. the Presadrunm of the USSR Suprenn 
Soviet adopted the UlKase on Annuiling the U/kKase of the 
Presediunnot the USSR Supreme Soviet of 26 November 
1943. on Crommah Liabtiity tor EScapimg From Places of 
Compuisery and Permanent Settlement by Persons 
Expelled to the Remote Areas of the Soviet WON 
Dunng the Pernod ofthe Patmotic War jibid.|. According 
to the Likase ot 3 July 994. the special settlers for 
escapmae were no ionger to De sentence, as Oelore 

years of toreed labor (expelled in) perpetuity) of 
replacing the termmot exe by umpresenment for the sarie 
period under Article 82 (Part 2) of the RSFSR minal 
Code. (termm exNes) but were toa be held liable under 
\rticle 82 (Part |) of the RISFSR. Crema! de and 
under the corresponding articles of the crema codes of 
the other Unron republics (up to 3 vears inrpres 


nmcent 


In pracuice, apprehended escapees were heid. croemenall 
lable extremely rarely and, as a rule. were geven admn- 
istrative punrshnmrents. [pn 19594. oniv 25 special settlers 
were condemned. tor escapmg whole 1 Y49. ta 
example, the tigure was 8.036 (1 brd. | 


Ot important significance was the Decree of the USSR 
Councud of Mimrsters) of March 1955 on, [ssuing 
Passports to Special Settlers [rbid.}|. The (irder of the 
Councu) of Ministers of 23 March | 9595 on the [nduction 
t Certam, Categores of Spectah Settlers tor Military 
Service mentioned induction, beemnrme, trom | 995, tor 
active service im accord wath the Law on versal 
Mulitary Service tor USSR Citizens from among special 
settlers borm in | 936 and the subsequent call-up under 
general provisions for persens borm after 1936 and tor 
whom, according to the Decree of the USSR Councu of 
Munisters of 5 Juiv 1954. certam restmctions were lifted 
in: thee tegabh status jibrd.|. The Instructvons of the USSR 
MVD of 29 Apri 1956 probrbried the use of arrest as an 
administrateve punishment agamst special settlers (fo 
violawon of conditions, inctuding for escape. unish- 
ment was setin the form ofa fine of () rubles! |) dr, 


[In 19594, the councds of mimnrsters in the Union repubhies 
trom the terrstomes of which the exniing had been carmed 
Out were granted the mghh ta. review the cases of ind 
vidual Special settlers and take decistons to reicase them 
The couneds of minrsters ordered the local sewtets to 
vernty the validity of exwing varous individuais and 
handed down decistons toliowang the material submitted 
by the latter. Later. in) | 957-1958. there were al rk 
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xraintan, Moiday- 
in, INuanran, Latvian and FSstonian Supreme Soviets 
Mn the regpat to Nand GOWN Gecisnons ON retease trom 
pecial Ssetuement. The chret difficulty of this work was 
Mal regardless of the “Khrushchev thaw there was in 
tfect the prencipte of Success2on, thabis, the previously 

ing practice of the mass exNning of people not only 
lad Not Deen crruucized OUL as Detore was viewed. as an 
nportant and necessary polilucal measure. For saying 
Jeportavon of the peopies or a portion of them 
as a crome of the regume couid land. one in the court 
inder Arucle 58 t the RSFSR Crominal Code 
inti-Seviet aguawon) The local authorstues could: take 
ecisions On rerease ons nm the instance thabh they 
idisputadle evidence thab the decrees and 
leportauon had been violated in. this 


MMiswmons of Presnliuors of ine 


OCKel 


WsSessed 
imBwWwuUchons ON 
7VOd ANG NECessaLy 
eopie and (hal persons. according ta the 
structions On deportaon, were not subject ta demg 
‘Nt to special settlement, thabis. they had been deported 


arrOus 


frUNCVUSH 


} practice. the broadest field for actuvity tor handing 
lown decisrons on the “erroneous. deportahron’ 
ppeared in terms of the peasants which had. been 
Spossessed in 1948-1952 in the Baltuc, Western 

<raine. Western belorussia, Reght Bank Moidavia and 
iSpatched tor special Setiement. The problem was that 
the ClassNving of thee fapms as among the Kulak ones 


‘d out on the bases of the farm lists for | 939- 
te mMonrent Of Ceportabon many orthem 
vere not Kulaks according to any croterma Dut rather were 
nembders of kKolkhozes. In 1956-1957. the local semrets in 
re repudhes and oblasts where ihe dispossessed peas- 
een deported in. | 943- - Carmed Out exten- 
ty the soundness of the classn ving of 
iS Kulak Ones. AS a result of this in) 1957 
mmrssion of the Presidium ot the Lithua- 
ran Supreme Soviet removed. 6, 733 persens tron regis- 
‘ahon in special settlement whre the Latvian Couned ot 
22 persens [ibrd.|. Many thou- 
sands of special settlers were alse released under other 
rroneous deportation, Just under the deer 
mmission of the Presxdrun ot the Lithua- 
ran Supreme Soviet. in 19597. a total of 18.899 special 


itiers were rereased, 


\ 
} ry — 
74U. WANE DH 


ints Nad [ 
vork tO: ver 
wu IPIvys 


ine 1c 


stars 71eased 


tthe Pressdrunnot the CPSU) Central 
September |954. the Armenran 
mmission for Rieviewong Cases ot Persens 
unterrevolutronary Cremes. was 
tranied the rigpt to take CGecrsrons on reteasme tne 
Oasknaks and members of them tamrlies trom special 
‘ttlemrent [1brd,. in September 1954. there was 
Dromuigated the Cinder t the USSR Pr curacy. the 
SSR. MCB) [Ministry of State Secumty} the USSR 
\$VD | Ministry ot Intermal Affairs} and the USSR! Min- 
t J e on forming in Armenra a repubhe com. 
icwing Lhe cases of persons deported trom 


Ider the Deeree 
Miitee t 
Republi 


ndemned for 


TITAS nfarre, 
I AJti - 





natter as the mass deportauon ot 


the repubhc in) 1949 [ibid]. [tt was discowered that in 
June 19499. seme 2.698 fammires (13.000 peopie) had 
been deported tron Armenia basally into ANay Aca 
and. this included |.860 *Dasknak’ tamilics and 588 ot 
Leguonaires (former servicemen of the 
organized. by the Nazis tronm Sowiet prisoners of wal 
Armenian nawonality). Along wath the indigenous inhad- 
itants of Armenia, 350 tamnrlies ¢ 1.434 persons) of Arme- 
nians repatmated in 1946-1943 trom “broad were 
deport :d for ther belonging while overseas to the Dash- 
naktsutvun Party. They ali comprised the subcontingent 
ot "Dashnaks” in the contingent of Special settlers “trom 
the Bhack Sea Coast’ (according to the records of the 
Department of Special Settlements of the USSR MVD 
By September |1954. compiamts and. statements had 
been pring up: ah vamous levels trom 463 fannires 
(1.880 trom the Dasknak ‘ammiies and |53 trom the 
Legronaires). 


Limenian Leen 


The Armenian Repubhe © ommiss.on reviev ed all Com- 
plaints and statements. The materimais waich had ser 

as grounds for deportation were not continmed tor 945 
tamilies. Some | 8 percent of the fammlies which inciuded 
Participants in. the Great Patmotic War and had beer 
awarded LISSR orders and medals as wel! as persens 
having other services to the state had been deported as a 
Consequence ot \ wolaung INstrUcUONsS ON Ceporlahon (in 
June 1949. the local authoretres had shown excessive 
zeal), Formal grounds were not found for deporting (he 
former Legionnaires: in | 945. the bodies of the NAVD 
‘Peopie's Commrssanat of Intermal Affairs}, the NKGB 
‘Peopie’s Commrssanah of State Security| and Arm 
Countermtelligence SMERSK [Death to Spres} fell 
possidle not to equate these individuals woth 
and handed down a decison to send them home. the 
Legionaires were not mentioned in the | 949 instr 
on deportation, By June 1956. under rulings Dy the 
Repubhe Commrssion, all 1.963 ftamrlires which had 
submitted compiaimts and statements had been removed 
from registrawon in the special settlements. Th) 
included 239 tammlies the menrbers of whico, while 
abroad, were members in the Dashnaktsulvun / arty and 
betore repatmation to the USSR had submitted a decia 
rawon on breaking ties woth 1t and did not engage in an) 
hostile work after arming in: the USSR. Here alse were 
39} fammies the heads of which prior to the estabhshing 
of Sovset power in Armenia had been members of the 
Daskhnaktsutvun: Party. but after the estabhshing of 
Soviet power had: lett it or had. been in the illegal 
Dashnak organizawon and for which they were con- 
demned and upon serving ther sentence had not shown 
themselves ta be in. any way anti-Sowret (15rd. | 


\ (asaQ) eS 


ILUONS 


In September Ictober 1955. work was done to discover 
among the special settlers those persens who had come 
under the acuion ot the Ukase of the Presidium of the 
USSR Supreme Soviet of September [1955 on 
Amnesty of Soviet Ciuzens Who € oliaborated With the 
Qiceuprers Durong the Perrod of the Cireat Patmotic War 
tf 1942-1945 fibid.|. This category as a whole tnciuded 








re special Settlers {rom the contingents ot * V lasevues, 
roccomplices” and ~“Volksdeutsche 
umbdered, according to ine dala on dnuary 
‘specuvel 1.074, 2.309 and 29 persens. Here in 
Ntingents there was a predomimancee ot 
gail’ persans who had ended up in special 
ement as menrbers of the tanniies ot Voiksdeutsche 


when 
795. 


Crerman 


ite is A) 


noceNnI 


nd Crerman accomphiices (the families ot the Viasavaites 
re not deported) Separated trom the contingent 
eported in 1949 troanthe “Black Sea Coast” were 2.66! 


ersans nO luring the war Nad. serv ed mn ive Naze 
egzions and the menmpers ot 
\rmenian nauonanty 


744 trom Moidavia, they 


ryanized nauonail ineuw 


Imes »ersans { prevaHed), 


| ine persans deported 1n 
‘d around 3.000) persans who Nad covadorated 
ining (he war woth the Crerman and Remanian police 


nempers of thew tammiies. Among the 
Separated Oul the tormer members or the 


\ totabot 22.16% 


Odries and ie 
Omins ney 


OrganiZauon tlmakeytse 


lary-\aZl 
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ases were reviewed for the question of the possonil { 
reweasmg (ine speeiai seitiers undet «e Kas 
September 1955 {ibtd.| 

\found two-thirds of these were re sed ( Lables n¢ 
remainder remained mn special iticnieni nreui 
because of thei navonalily. | hus. among the \ lasavete 
Spcrxiai Settiers nere was a signiiicant Number of es 
mans, Crimean Tatars. Chechens, Ingusa, Karacean and 
others (7) and whoin 1959-1953 were nol reieased upon 


serving the 6-year sentence set tor the \ lasaviles or now 


inder the ammesty ukase (navonail npeded theu 
rewease) After the reiease under the ct 
tember 1955. all at once three contingent 1 to 
erst, the “Vlasewues., 1 Caerman i mpi Te 
V olksdeutsche vane the ersans ynO rev ious 
made up ihese contingents and who were icit in spe 
settiement because Of NAUONANTY were issuiied in oun 
contingents of the speeial setters rormans s 


Northern € aucasnans and soa forth 





lable 3: Process of Release from Spectab Settlement and Exe (1 Juiv 1954-1 Juiy 1957) jo 


ontiagents of Released 
; ; sk I . i Vir siers ‘ iu \y Ix 


Lugusl 144 


KUIGKS ported , 14s 
ingeNts ca bn red 
t t ‘ vs € t ¥Y Ma a5 
rs ate \femnpes t's 
\ 
aDOTralu wl Nazi i ers tunder® t kK ase ol 
, i SSR C ounci Mfimisiers 24 Navember 1955 


| Russian 


P resodiuit 


kraimian and 


\ CT oe 


USSR Supreme Sow ic 


i Patriotic War and persons decorated wuh 1 SSR medals and orders 


Diner nalwonaislies Cepertecu 


. Z Ocal Trosidents aS well aS women 
can itars heunens and olMers cut nanitail refalaons which were subsequentiy Oroken 
=f U persons and persons sullerng iron Juradie ness who were unadie to suslall Jependen 
S OF PCFSONS Killed On > tronmts ot the Great Patriotic War 
) 1s arnineg 
ngents: deported 2 repainiated inder | kase ot Presedaum of USSR Supreme Sovic 
<5 


1% funder Deeree of | SSR Counc ot Ministers of [17 Jamwary | 956) 
il ingerous slate rmangis sent int wiie for settiement alter serving sentence in corrective fabor 
{ Vian Admoenisirata for € Orreetrve Labor € amps) (according to t kase ot Pres 
a > SOvrel i) VOwrenh 146) 
teachers, participants in the Crreat Patriotic War, persons deaurated wih (| SSR medais 
‘Mmpers of the tamerhes of other persons previousiv cemoved trom: registration on the spevai 
hing! > Deoree ot the | SSR Council of Minssters of [2 Maren i956) 
ng t kase of Presediun Lt SSR Supreme Soviet 1? Maren 1956) 
ganans and Armemans deperted | 444 trom the ( ro mea tunder t kase ot Presediun SSR 
1 in¢ 
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lable 3: Process of Release From Special Settiemeat and Exile (1 July 1954-1 July 1957) lo} (Continued) 


























( Ontaagentys of Released Namber 
eun i alars, Saixars irks WHO were cilizens of the | SSR): K undaiand Khematula junder t Kase of the Pre- | S48 
SSR Su ne Soviel ZX Apmi 1936 
VItinders IY s kKramian and Belorussian ET RN lcciitabiihaliaias gute (Under Wetree of | ‘4 
SSR | \finusiers 1S Maw J “30 
t vs i NA lai (under L kas¢ ot Presidium ot the USSR Sepaeee Sowet of LO duly 1496 $590 
siihout c:izenship and former. | ssseners econnuee Seuct-titianaies 4 ut 
id I » /4™4 through i January | 957. also removed from: reg:siration will spewal settiements 
: pubitc councils of mumisters; executave cammatiers:of kray, obiasi-and rayon $0,360 
t zs ¥ a“ wi x re 7 y 
f PVD and Precuracy bodies - pelea serving the soomerek teenie! setiiement r o.04. 
Removed : gisirataon first Dait of 14° for thos newiy decarated wub & SSR orders and medals and [ 
mDers mites, Gisadied persons, under individual rulings. om retease trom spewail settiement and for 
' as 
AL : Oo 7 | S546} 





Subsequentiy many officers who dunng the penod from 
*40 through | 455 were in special settlement as ~ Vias- 


vies. were rebabtitated. On 29 June 1956 the CPSE 
ntrat Commitee and the USSR Couned ot Ministers 


idopted the Vecree « 
rlagrant \ woiauons ot Legality Against Former Pnseners 
t War and Members ot Them Families [ibtd.. They 
ermfied and reviewed the cases ot officers who had been 
spliveuly and atter the war had. been sent to 
was ascertained that a majority ot 
vad been deprived. of their 
thhoer ranks and the members of them families of state 
Nad no mnvolvement wath the trator Gen A.A 
ke him but rather under the harshest 

ynditions of Nazi impriseninent had mamtarmed. the 
ipgpriv of the S@sveet man and saidier. many had. partic- 
pated in the anti-Fascist Ressstance Movement and. 
trom [the standpoint of common sense. merited deceora- 
unishments. They ended up) in special 
et ne bodres ot the NEV D, the NKGGB 
ind unteriniciiigence SMERShH were unable to find 


special Settiementh 


LTTESe (HCe4©rs 1 [atler 


ISSISGINCC 
(NEES § 


\ laser and 


ons and Ol 


tienient Decause 


mprov sng oratenal about them and. sufficient for 
semnaing them to the Gil LAGs camps. From the results ot 
‘view ot the cases vhole senes ot former special 
ers trom the \Viasevite contingent regamed. their 


thoer ranks woth the presentation ot orders and medals. 


1 4 November | 95S. the order was issued. of the 
SSR uncil Ot Ministers on removing from registra- 
=" ‘Liiement le Careeks WAO were citizens of 
the (SSR and deported in 1949 trom Georgia [ibtd.]. 
They were included in the number of those released 
ipon the conciusrons ot the MVD and Procuracy bodies 
Table lider a special Deeree of the USSR! Coune 
t Munsters of anuary | 956. alsa removed trom the 
registration of the special settlements were the Poles 
ieported in | 4955 trom the zone bordermng Poland {ibtd.]. 
The Deeree ot the USSR unc ot Munisters ot | 2 


ON Nn spreiars 





n Ehminating the Consequences ot 


March 1956 on the Additional Removal From Regssira 
hon ot Certain Categories ot Special Seutiers provided 
release for the members of tamiiies ot 
insutuuuons ot learmneg. partrcapants in the Great Patn- 
ouc War, persens decorated. wah USSR) orders and 
medals and the members of families of other persans 
previousiy removed. from regisiration of the spec 
Settiements fibtd.|, On i} May 1956. there was issued the 
Deeree ot the USSR) Counes) of Ministers on /iftine 
restmevons under special settlement from the fami 
members of UkKrarman and Belorussian Nationalists to 
be released trom settlement exe Sh 


nsivuctors 


In the mid-1950s, administrative exile was Utted tor the 
Koreans who had been deported in | 437 trom the 
East, the ingermaniands and Finns who had been ton 
edly evacuated in 1942 trom Lenimerad and ts surround- 
ngs. However. a number of restmevons on the quesuon 
»t returming to the former places ot residence was kept 


An the very end ot 1995S. 1t was the turn ot the deported 
peepies. On | 3 Deeember 1995S. the Presidium ot the 
USSR: Supreme Sovet approved the Ukase on 
Restmevions in the Legal Status of Germans and Mem- 
bers ot Thew Family in “Special Settlement | 4! 

Germans remaining 1n special Settiement trom ihe sub- 
contingents ot “deporied” and “repatnmated”’ were to be 
released but wathout the mght of returning to the torme 
places ot residence and without compensation for harm 
suffered in deportation. The question anses as to why ot 
ali the deported. peoples the first to. be 
special settlement were precisely the Germans, Here 
undoubtedly a detinite role was played Dy the visit ot the 
West German Chancellor A. Adenauer to the USSR on 
8-14 September 1955. Dunne this time 
iMeiv correspondence Deiween ne iocdi OOdIeS OF Tle 
MVD and the USSR MVD concerning the situation vo 
the Grermans in special settlement wath proposals on thre 
advisabtiity (or rnadsosabdiiity) ot ehmimating the specia 


litithe 


rereaseu om 


inere Was 





nditions against them. The time up to December 1955 
eM In Working Oul these proposals and elaboraung 


Sins 


he  kase of |} December 1955 excited the hopes of ali 
pecial, seutie The Cromean Tatars, the Kalmyk, 
heehens, [Ingush, Karachat, Balkars and others iiteraily 
ie CO-workers ot the local authorities, the 
and the Procuracy wath the questions; “Why have 
ns Deen released and we Rave not?” ~Why are 


rs 


wks ria 

e any worse than the Germans?” “When wall we be 
sed” anc soe forth. There were persistent rumors 

lat the S@veet government had supposedly adopted a 

lecision to release all the special settlers and. the jocat 


julhorities were supposedly concealing this, There wasa 
situation re. having lifted the specsal conditions 
leporied peepie (the Germans), it was 
) 4G0Dt analogous Cecisions tor the oiner 


iceporied Peypies 


ynae 
LRPLTVSi ne 


npossidle not t 


luring \Mlarch-Juiy 1956. the deported. peepies were 
‘moved trom regsstrauon in specal settlements under 
re following Ukases of the Presidium ot the USSR 


Suprenie SOvret 


(in Lifting the Limitations on the Legal 
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Status invoiving Kalmyks and Members oi The :m- 
bes in Special Settiemeni( | 7 March); On Lifting Resins 

ions in the Legal Status, Against. Gv eeks, Bulgarians, 
Armenians and Members of [hear ft amily in 
Seulement (27? Mareh); On Lifting Restmevons tor Spe- 
oval Settlement Agarmnsi the Crimean | atars. Balkars and 
Turks Who Are USSR Cilizems; Kurds, KRemsiitis and 
Members of Thear Fanniiies Deporied Dunng the Pemod 
t the Great Patnouc War(28 Apni}: On Lifting Restoe- 
tions tor Special Settlement From the © hee wuss, 
Karachar and Members ot Thear Famniy 


SPecia 


Nene 
bw FFD 


kporied 


During the Penod ot the Great Patnotc War’! July). 
In addition, on 22 September 456. the Presidium of the 


USSR Supreme Soveet adopted the & kase on Removing 
From Special Settiement Regssirauion ¢ ertain ¢ allegories 


ot Foregners. Stateless Persans and Former foregners 
Who Adopted Soveet Citizenship } 10. 

By the time of the adophhon of these ukases. the number 
ot special seitiers had been sharpty reduced by [he earl’ 
removal trom regisirauion of chiidren under the age ol 
[6. teachers. students, disabled and ih Ot 


exampie. the number oi Chechens, [ngush and Karacha 
released under the Ukase of 16 July 14996 
256.390 persans ( Table 4) 


Vas <Llone 





lable 4: Number of Chechens, [ngushk and Karacha: Removed From Special Settiement Registration ( nder t Kase of 10 





July 1956 j 11) 


Repubites ere Held for al Inctvaing 
specail Setiiement 
4 ee eo a 
Chechens ingusd Karacha 
A, aT) SSR 20.9) 4] Tas RI 
+ —- so — 
s SS 47.888 > §6¥ yin 
« SSR 16 324 
LNESK xy* s 
- — — >~_—- — , 
iran i ONS 4 
\ 245,390) 6 408 SLRS, 
fmciuding 103 persons in trkutsk Oblast, 09 un Magadan, 67 in Arasmovarsk: Kray, $4 in the amr ASSR. 2S on Aemerove Udiast and 5 
weons e RSFSR. | Author's note:) 





~ 


ukases involving the nullification ot specral condi 
Ons against the deported peepies and other groups oi 
re marked by a halt-heartedness and a desire 
to provede the slightest cmticasm for the previousis 
nducted pohey ot mass. deportations, [t was argued 
lat the peopie had been deported “tn dine wih wartrme 
rocumstances.” and now ther remammng in special 
‘itiement no longer necessary.” From the last 
yMrase tt Stands iogeealiv that previously this had been 
ry. There couid be no question ot any pobtical 
habritauon ot the deported peepies. As they had been 
nsidered criminal peeptes. [hey were to remar as such 
nih the difference that they would. be turned. trom 
unished peoples into pardoned ones. AN the ukases 
ated that the removal ot the persens trom special 
‘lement registration did not entan the return ot thew 
iv contiscated in deportauion and that they did not 
1¢ right to return the places trom whence they had 
\s an exampie. let us quote the full text ot 
\ori 1996 


“PSGDNS We 


er 


Wald 


~~ essa 


. 


rupe 


eported. 


°°. 
‘ 


et KAM j 





UKASE OF THE PRESHDDLNDOF THE USSR 
SE PREME SOVIET 


On Lifting Restrichoas or Special Settlement from the 
Crimean | atars, Balkars. lurks Whe Are Cilizers of 
the USSR, Kurds. Ahemshiis and \lembers of | hear 
Families Deported During the Pernod of the (reat 
Patnotc War 


In considering that the existing restrcvons on the tegat 
Status of the Crimean Tatars. Balkars and Turks who are 
cuizens ot the USSR) the Kurds, KAhemsittis and mem- 
bers of thes ftammes under special seitlement and 
deported in 1943-1944 trom the Northern © aucasus, 
trom the Geergran SSR and the Crimea are 
necessary, the Presidium of the Supreme Sovn 


no jone@et 


CG CL reesy 


na 


MICS O1 


rewwstTauon a 
obtine ) 
Balkars and 


To remeve trom special settiement 
retease from adadminisitauive supers 
the USSR’ MVD the (rimean | atars 


rion 


IKS 


at 





PRS-L SS- Le 
> June 198i 
> , > | + 
iO ar ’ le SSA, Ine Aurds, ARemspns and 
t ers ? niiecn CeDorie” [0 special Selilement 
u 1c eriod OF TNe eat Patmouc War, 
! 1¢ tiling ol 1¢ eI elLiliement 
. Prsans iUsied 1 rst.articie ot the 
avi cS i< is I i 1¢ nNrupert' 
’ lé i Wik nd ic 
t ! ) } { l ct 1c ye! 
tan of (he t resdium 
the | SSR Sapreme Soveet A. \ oreshiley 


Secretary of the Presidium 
ithe SSR Supreme Soviet \. Peger 


Vloscow, the Aremiin 


"8 Anni 1986 512) 
’ Ss had to sign that they 
Ts I pe4©rt CONnNScaLeY 
UUM I t turin ia TOS? 
‘ i.e a4 rDo+rieY 2S Ol 
Is ) SIM Nese COcuUMen>#s, in 
Nazakhk MVD reperted to the SSR 
I ! i” echerns Neush and 
een remo ve? TTOM speciai selti¢ement 
] Duo ’ } ersans retused to 
ated to them tease from 
nl WHal had Deen evplaimned tn the 
i #46. [In the Aarghiz SSR, of the 47.889 
1 a Aaracna ‘moved [rom sper 
zs ! +5 -TSONS ‘tused [oO sign 
Dcrs Ss spon NewUsis ‘turned to 
! sidence \ampie. according 
itiab 1 Viarn PoOhce Directorate ot 
SAK rv i CLODECT iwA LITre f p 
I¢Ts 2a. if ItMitu SPONTARCUOUSIS ) 
rire sidenc wiuding YG ) 
} ‘a a \ Te: } NHerTsans ) 
r Presidium ot the } SSR Sapreme 
SANS n iis rmMauonNn i te 
’ " nous (blast as Part ot the RSFSR) on 
! i 1 Kaberdin ASSR nto ine 
NA i we | LSSR, n the [ranstormation of the 
iloMnomeous (Mast Into the Aarachai-( Nerwes 
\ sé a re Returning, ot the « hect 
' SSR to 1 RSESR. Bw these the 
iss Ie res1aqium i ine SSR 
. ‘ \fare Loni and 16 July 19% 
Dmeg w’ AALIMNVAS Seika NaracMal, 
12us ra empers rir famines 
selitement reestration to return to 
n residence wel nsiaere”d invalid 
hy 
. +’ acated ri mis 1e 
" Kars. Nara 5 ad ingush i 
k Z y Su rmmnated 1 SOC TISION 
Z T Lia! tiers wiwdINe rans, 
Kurds, VieskRetvian ITKS and iners 
© and tainty (as. tf was to turn 





4ulonomy (Or [hose Ppeupres whicn ! 


ul SUDSegueRnt), UNnrealazed) Of Quick 
“turn to the former places Of residence and 


2G 1 


Lauion 


in truth, net all the former special settiers 
DermMisHonNn 10 iea@ve [OOK AGVaRiage Of [Ns fig 
ands Of peeple Nad Selitied into ine Places w 


7 a set 


1adg Deen deported. they marmed locai inka 


naa thear own homes and piots of land. don 
SLOCK and pouillry. a well-paid |od 7. ¢ 
remain, limiting themseives to the mora 


that. at. present they were not special settiers Out citizen 
with full mghts {1 3] 
Some could not make up thei mind to return imi 
hat the tocal authonties in ther homeland would 2 
them not weh open arms and that there would 
difficulties with residence permis and othe ‘ 
ver 1956 and.in the first: halt of 1957. some 62 
former special Seltiers recerved permisson to ics 
Khabarovsk Kray. Irkutsk. Molotov. Novosibdirss 
msk. Tomsk. Chita Oblasis and the Burvat-Mo 
\SSR. and of this number 53.1 8G or 84.5 perce: 
laces Of settiement. The remaining ¥.>) persans 
percent) preterred to remain or deterred the i 
$i, 
[he number ot special settlers dropped rapidly Wh 
January 1956, same 904.439 were registered rn sper 
settlements, on i July 1956 the figure was.ol! 4 
n | January 19S? 4U8 persans, Among Lic 
were 40.633 OUN members: | 3.954 deperted | 14 
44) (5.141 trom Lithwuanra 2.452 trom Latvx 4 
trom Estoma. 3.901 trom Moldawa HUH tro 
Western Ktarine and 5 trom Western Beloruss 
39.839 trom Lithuama in |945-1494¥ s| 0 
atvra in 194%: 8.729 trom ESstomra in 1 944%: 8.5. an 
Violdawra in 1 949: 22 298 kulaks deperted 14 ' 
not meluding the kulaks who were members : 
ind Aad been deported mn i 945-! 9449 trom the Bait 
VMioidawia, | 9.920 trom Lithuanmra in | 99! 43 tron 
the Western UkKramne in |YSF. 632 trom Westc 
Belorussia in 1992. 683 trom izman Obiasi 4 
3Y8 Jehovah's Watnesses: | 854 Anders toliowers 
Basmack {15 530 IPKR: 2227 undor the & Kase 
lune | 948 ¢kolkhoz members tor the fauiure to wark { 
eguired minimum ot labor days) pa de 
kase of 23 July 19S (for vagraneyv and begging 
trom Pskev Oblast (16) 355 Dashnaks. Bera 
wers ¢! ’) and 46 interned trom PObsh terrtion \ 
Smmultaneousiy with the special settiers, the va 


the release ot the exe settiers (sent 
vile), the exnies (persons exiied f 
the deperted. On lanuary | 4%. 
Persons in exe and CGeporauion, inciud 
cal pnsoners and 6.4727 cmmnais. in | 


nere \ 


msik 
‘ 
‘ 
t X 
ic 
s 
~SEEC 
_ 
if 


In perpetu 


e 


ine exnted settiers: exes and deported was snitted 


Status Of Special Settiers ama tor this reason 


thesr number had cdeci:mned to 06.4 


ing ¢ 


+ 1983 


TRIE ied 


)? 468 exied settiers 


. 
‘ 


; . 


>.> 
i 


Wea certain pero) ana 





og Dy Lhe start: Sf » 05.6) persons }2U} 

wwwuc \ Ie CALEBOFV ¢ Teported eased to exist 

ri Ve! “eased anc in pari (ev were rectas- 
ied eres 2ne speciai SeCuerers) 

pr 1994 > _kase of 27 Maren 1953 was. partially 


tended to the exsie settlers, in accord with the Order ot the 
SSR MYD and the USSR General Procurator of 24 Apnmi 

0 persons were reteased from settlement exue 
ose ersons Nad een previowsiy candemmned [0 
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Presidium ot the CPSU Centra: Commattee), | 4.083 extied 
scthiers were rereased dnd (ney Nad Deen eAticu (Oo settiement 
under dec:sions at the Spemai Meeting of the SSR MY D— 
MGB ibid} 


However, the number of extied settiers and exties NOL Oniy 
lid NGL Geciime Dul Oy ihe Deginning of 14H. Nad even risen 
lable 5); as, comienummg in Kase the 
Pressdaum of the USSR Supreme Soviet ot sbruany 
943 on the Sending of Particuiariy Dangerous State ¢ mm- 
nais . poem Serving [heir Seatence Seitiement Extie in 


erfect was ine 





unterrevaiulnomary crmes {or a permed ol up 10 > vears Remote Locaisties of the L SSR fidid.} Persons condemned. 
S1USIVEDS . In accord with the Order of the USSR aS.a rule, Om political grounds ang who had served thew 
: Procurator, the USSR MVD) and the USSR MGB pened. of incarceratuom in the GULAG camps, alter thas 
N44 (omor to ths there was the decision of the were sent into setiiement extie. 
' . ro or . . _ inca 
lable S: Number and ( ompesition of Exile Settlers and Exiles (as of I January 1496) | 27) 
Criminatwns | otal n¢tudanyg 
> Mike Setiiers bikes 
‘ « 45 a eae ‘ . 
gcnee nice ana olher punitive dodies csiadinhed 13 1/6 
rer bros repamizations 1: RUS hacronyna 3B 'e 
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KASE OF THE PRESIDIUM OF THE User vnders followers and 3.3 
~LPREME SOVIE] 


ho \nnubling the Ukuse of the Presidium of the USSR 
supreme Sovvet of 21 February 1943 on Sending 
Parteularhy Dangerous State ( rimeaals, | pom Serving Yoviels, Tne | mn Nepu 
here Sentence, to Settlement b.vile in Remote Ourl Dodies , 
cabities of the USSR rth der the Ukas 





Supre ms “i iv! | ' 
i t aS re “a ) | me 
! ’ a f ‘ a! ettie ’ . 
~ ; . ¢ \ i» Ne me | , 
‘ i > 4 © ied Wide ’ 
} i " ils ( Sery W ‘Nee . 
Ai) Vk OGDMe PASALY 4 i 
, 
ij , <¢ " " 
; 40 hans Kiy & ¥ ( ) ‘ r 
’ ent ', ¥ 
ported CreOrel +4 
VLE i . ers ’ ay UN 
‘ ma 
der cy ces MAAN Lt I 
SSR trom whence th 
i i vid ‘ ‘| i il bishs IVE DEM FEMOCANC 
i re ce ( "er } s | ‘ ‘o> t. a al 
t i ger (he specia) Zovern rpu ut t 
ye WEG TOT ! ine ta § oOvernme nt nes ’ 
r ques! 
, , r " 
‘ ‘ , { : sj Ly rhay i ’ 
’ ‘ ‘ ) f i?) \ VJs t 
. vile > ar ary ws 
aprmal tthe Pressdrum resent iS YO pecid 
SSR Supreme Soviet A. Voreshalos crested and wanted) looke 


Secretary of the Presideum SS.lOd, Lithuanians 
f the USSR Supreme soviet VN. Pegow wns 5.559 yians 


‘ r 54 as ‘ 
loscow. [he Acemim Kins + + 
g i gang 14 2, mean "< 
i} March 1946 {23} ragau 4. Romannns 
reyweruws j ‘ hark ~ 
| , ~ ’ ‘rr 
( ( iSS ivas t Lilie Se TS Vzerpanans chs 
; >i | r . er ; *~ i. 
: abl) . Ahi if NiUZAADS ulS! 
\ ’ S{ crse ’ nes vi WStca ’ 4asnai < yOSsies i** 
’ I dra! ys} { Si if ! 1) ¢ ry kimen Naif ! Lad m4 
4 . = z ; ? t ‘ 
Case CMESE AST the 5.98) Bal na i Hurvals se ins Swe 
i j t*¢ I rT whic + +] her 
in 4 me r Usk aT _ > 
( - 13 ‘ t per i) Set rs vine anud’ry 
| +) r . r 
. ‘ , ie ‘ iv ron. " ¢  wHEe LS @ ‘ | t ) i ( 
Sel iment? - aor 
; " Mmase( ir ’ i ‘ rile ow t .t eT i> ’ 
me aal a | \ " 
¢ ‘ . tT; 7 ~& ‘ 
y% rT ‘mae t KSC | ? Mme i 
. " sa ~~, 7| ' us ' Ny { ; « Mar s\ 
+ ers S were ieasea [tf rspeciad [ ria ( abegories Spectd 
| : 
‘| apie } f ricasec ers ’ ' 
th ’ ’ 
vi ‘ OS aa | ( 
\ | 4 ui \ Gg « ame he 4 ry ey 
‘ - >> - ™" ’ ; ro. ni 
; | t Decid c be - 
ne t ‘ ry 
j ‘ vor a at, {rrr 
> ( i’ uf U aa | 1 > ke 
. ~L Le 4 i vere cer , g¢ ‘ ‘ 
’ ‘ vie it ‘rved (nel nmience 
i ‘ { pris ns ane 4 [ sSI uv { erseyT . Ss ne , i] J . er . 
) ae ersons Marner specia pecia) Settiement nud ’ 
4 i! ‘ . . _—— “ar ; . 
opistrakior cluding 84.904 Y mem ere memoers } 
. ‘ < ns > me 1e¢ tter al ar te > my es , the al na! +1 ’ 


/ ‘ . ( ? r | . . ; - ‘ vn) 
Mud Nid iuUuaImng KUIAKS ported Yd 1) “4 een deported pectad 








abner 


Number of 


Narge Demag i¢veiead against (hem Dull 
~) family or kanshop tres. The 


Specitre 
“ARLUSEVOLY OUL 
peasants depossessed and U¢poried in ihe postwar periwd 
up to | ¥52) trom the Balti, Moldavia and the Western 
lasts of the Ukraame and Belorussia was $3,420 per- 
sons (1D 
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Che OUN speciad settiers {25}, the Lithuansans, Latvians 

and Estonians of postwar deportation were divided into 

trve groups: “bandrts and nationalists, “members of the 

fammlues of bandits and nationalists,” “accomplices of 

bandits,” ““‘ftammly members of accomphices” and 
Natronalst kulaks with tammlies” (Table 6) 





lable 6: Groupig of Special Settlers of COUN Members. Lithuanians, Latvians and Pstenians Frem Postwar 
Deportation (as of 1 January 1958) (264 


Crops otml 
OU \ Members 
Bandits and nationalists 5.168 $478 
Farmiv members of bandits TOM 16,9)4 
ind Nnahonauss 
\coompiices of Dandits s.O04 75 
4 Famiv members of accom 125 95%? 
Wee 
» Auiak nationalists wih 179 198 
hamnies 
TOTAL eke | +402 


Note. This statistic does not include the kulaks who were in specia 


733. [rom Lithuania in | 99! om the Western . Kramne in 195! 


Inchuding 
| ithwaamas Latvians f stonmas 
. e- e- 
’n,Q7 546 {47 
' Ups ORG 1y 
473 Q i 
} ‘44 ) 
ONS 34 43 
p92} , 3n4 416) 


setiiement as independent contingents and deported from i zman (blast in 
ind trom Western Belorussia in | 952 





[m turm. the speciah settlers from the group “tammy 


members of bandits and nathonalsts” were classiired in 


trve subgroups ( Table 7) 





Table ~: Special Settlers From the Group “famely Viembers of Bandits and Nationalists” (as of 1 Jane 1958) {27} 


Subdgroups | otal 


OU \ Members 


ramiy members of persons 
KHIGW In iiquidating Dands 


Members of famiies which $49 4495 
ad served a sentence in 

amps. colonies and prisans 

r condemned to ceain 


Members of famiies released 18 
rom camps 
ynisans or rewding together 
WIN TaTMNIIES iN Special Seite 
nent 


o1onres and 


ramriy members of persons $453 +538 
1 legal status 
-amriv members of bandits 8.32 BM 


ind Nationausts (Ne tocation 
f ’wAOM was UNKROWN 


TAL $4422 +4 


Including 
| ithnanians | atwrans F stonians 

440 Te 44 

3 34 4 

46. vi 4 

43 5 ? 

) 13 18 

4490 (13 4o4 





Under the Ukase of the Presidrum of the USSR Supreme 
Soviet of 19 May 1958 om Lifting Limrtatons From ( ertain 
(ategorres of Spectra) Settlers, the following persons were to 
be removed from specia) settiement registration: accom- 
prices Of the nahonanstc underground and memopers of 
therr tanmlies, former kulaks and memhers of therr fanmires 
lfamny memoers of former iandowners. [actory 
merchants. leaders and members of Dourgeors political 


whners 


Darties and antrSeviet Organrzaboons and icaders of tormer 
hMourgeors governments {idrd.). The impiementat 


nm of (hrs 


Ukase im the summer of 1958 led to a sharp drop in: the 
number of specta) settlers deported both prior to the war 


and after the war from the Western Ukrame, the Baltr and 


Moldavia (Table 8). Of the previously existing five groups 
making up the speciab settlers of OUN members. Lithua- 
nnans, Latvians and Estonsans in the postwar deportation. 
remaming in special settlement were just two groups: “han- 
ints ard nawonalists” and *“famely members of bandit: and 
natonalists” (Table 9) 
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lable 8: Number and Composition of Speciad Settiers (as of 1 January 1958, | September 1958 and | January 1959) [28} 













































































( oatingeats | Jan 1998 | Sep 1958 | Jan 1959 
iN members 19.4b2 ‘WOES 34.716 
From Lithuania in 1945-1949 22,973 6062 4.907 
iene deeivndin ca a oe ~ 
Kulaks trom Lithuania in 195! | 3.660 — 
atacand anes 6 or he . . 
From Moidayia in 1949 6,120 ; 443 
- - - ——— —_——_———- 7 
‘thovah’s Witnesses* §,720 2] $4 
a 4 he _ ) 
From Estonia in | 949 4.161 aa 530 
scicsiecindeinintaoeiarnetumetsiuetebiiaeemnerseniio’s ee Cen 4 . 
From Latvia in 1949 th4 sou 434 
- — > am —— — + _ 
From Moidavia in 1940-194! 2,406 70 2 
From the Western Ukraine in 2277 } 873 
740-194! 
From Lithuania in . 940-1941 876 2 9 
From Estonia in 1940-194) 119? 50 sa 
\nders toliowers** 1$5 — 
Kulaks from the Western Ukraine S8} _ 
1 47>! 
ere S Oe = 5 eee | ee 
ider L'kase ot 2 June 1948 860 ShY 459 
From Latvia in 1940-194) 766 53 8 
Kulaks trom Izma: Oblast in §32 = — 
138 
iP KA 457 78 268 
Kulaks from Western Belorussia 430 — -- 
n 1952 
Basmacks 209 ~ = 
aeansnte 2 Cee L rere 
From Pskew Oblast in 1956 | $9 16 t 
Dashnaks 132 — ~ 
Beriva followers 24 | — 
TOTAL: 147.74) 5§.228 49.416 








*©in | September | 958. among the special settlers in the contingent “Jehovah's Witnesses (they had been deported under the Deeree of the USSR 


unei ot Monisters ot 3 Mareh 1991) there were 3.600 residents of the Western L’krame 


413 from Moldavwoa. | 30 trom Western Belorussia, 49 


from Lithuania and 9 trom Estonia. ( Author's note.) ** On | January | 958. among the special settiers of the “Anders followers” (former 
servicemen from the Anders Polish Army wath famiiies and deported under the Deeree of the USSR Couned of Ministers ot 13 February | 955) 


were O14 residents ot Western Belorussia, 496 from the Western Ukraine and 45 from Lithuania 


Authors note.) 








Table 9 Composition of Special Settiers Who Were OUN Members, Lithuansans, | atvians and Fstonians From Postwar 


Deportation (as of 1 January 1959) (294 

















( rowps Totai including 

i aa  OUN Members | Lithnanians Latvians F stonians 
Bandits end netinealiten | $420 | 3,452 | —_ 279 36 4} 
Famiy members of bandits. | 36.177 | 38.264 3.632 > 349 
ind nationalists 
TOTAL: a ia 4.587 if 34.716 Ty 4.007 434 T $30 








Under the Ukase of the Pressdrum of the USSR Supreme 


Soviet of 2 August 1958 om Lifting Restrictrons From 


Certanm C ategormes of Speciab Settlers, also removed from 
special settlement registratrom were servicemen im the 
\nders Army and members of them fammlies, former 


partecrpants in the Basmack bands and Dashnak organ:- 
zatrons {1brd. |. The implementation of ths Ukase led to 
the sumultaneous climmnation of three contmgents of 
spectral settlers, the ~ Anders followers,” “Basmacks” and 
“Dashnaks. — 








Presidaum of the USSR Supreme 
\ugust 1998, im additnon to the 
emoval of these individuals 
registrahnon, dad not entanl the 
vturn Of them property confiscated in, deportation and 
(nah they dad nob have the right lO return to the places 
from whence they had been deported, contamed toe 
ructah stapulatrons “The return of the designated inda- 
idudis (0 ther former places of residence can be granted 
niy With pernmmsspon: fron the execulive COnmmittees of 
he oblast soviets or the republic councus Of monssters (it 
there 1s no ob!ast division) trom the territomes of which 
he deportation, was made” {tbrd. | 


[he Ukases of the 

1Y May and 

rote stakement (hab the 
wm, Spectah settiement 


Soviet ol 


The Jehovah's Witnesses were the hardest contingent of 
special settlers elease. The reasons tor thas cam be 
discovered fron the text of one of the reports forwarded 

the USSR Menoester of Internal Atfanrs, N.P. Dudorov 
Septenmber 19597). “The Jehovah's Witnesses behave 
particularity badin im the places of settlement.” this 
sport staked. “ Accordang to information trom the VD 
Internal Atfanrs Department} im Tomsk and Itkutsk 
blasts, a mayorrty of the special settler Jehovah's Wit- 
nesses who have been located there up to the last have 
1Ob Participated im the electrons to the sowviets, they 
sabotage party and government measures, they do not 
Darticipate im public lite and at the same time stricthy 
Oserve them religious rites, they hold illegah n.eetings 
ind the most actrve of thenm go through the populatron 
pomnts spreading antrSeviet rumors. In Bratskiy Rayon 
t Irkutsk (blast. a group of young Jehovah's Witnesses 

March 1957 went through the population poms 
spreading am amti-Soviet letter about a ‘new lite 
preachnng here Jehovah's Witness views and recrusted 
new members into the Jehovah's Witness sect. The 
-aders of the Jehovah's Witness underground who live 
legally in Moldavia suppivy antr-Seviet literature to 
followers resnding im Kurgan, Omsk and Tomsk Obtasts 
ind urge thennto sabotage the measures of Soviet power - 
ibid The conduct of the Jehovah's Witnesses. was 
ounterrevolutronary and during 
e designated perod they never figured even im the 
nost radical draft decisions {o release the special) settlers 


iewed UunNhormyiv as 


th 


Im parallel with the neass release of speciah settlers and 
there was a raprd drop im the bureaucracy 
Employed in the admonsstrabive super- 

| January of 
Miowang; 15.778) co-workers in 
993. 8.838 im 19594. 5.282 1m 1995 


958 [ibrd. | 


Khe Settlers 
upervising then 
iston of the speciah settlers and exiles (on 
acn year) were he 


> 
Fe | a | 


x 956, 78H im 1957 and 705 in 
[he last major release of Spectra) settlers im the designated 
period Occurred ab the start: Linder the Ukase o 
the Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet of 7 January 

960 on Liftong Restrictrons From Certam Categones of 
Special Settlers. specrab settlement registration was lifted 
trom the following: a) tanmly members of the leaders anc 
parte pants in the natronalisuc underground and armed 
: bands deported tron the Western oblasts of 
the Ukranne, fromm the Liathuansan, Latvian and Fstonsan 
wv ODbast. b) former merchants. 


t |} Ul 


a } ' 
ron republics and PSk« 
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‘andowners, factory owners, members of bourgeois 2oOv- 
ermments and political parties deported from, the 
Western oblasts of the Ukranme, trom the Moldavian, 
Lithuannan, Latviam and Estonnnm Unrom republics. As 
in) the Ukases of 19 May and 2 August 1998, the return 
Of these persons lo therm former places of residence was 
made dependent upon decisions Dy the authorities of the 
republics and oblasts trom» whence the deportaton had 
been carned out {| ibrd, | 


\§ for the exsles, im contrast to the special settlers, theer 
number im 1997-1998 rose, Im 1957, 4.129 persons were 
Sent into exile and im January-November | 998, 5.49% 
persons. The number of persons sent here exceeded the 
number of persons released upon serving therm tome of 
exne., On | January 1998, 6.042 exiles were registered, 
including, 2.114 tor whonm exile was the basi punssh- 
ment and tor 4.498 a supplementary one. Among those 
tor whom exile was the bas punmshment there were 
1.635 vagrants and beggers deported tor a pemod of 5 
vears under the Ukase of 23 July 1991 (previously they 
had been classed both as special) settlers and as exiles 
and now they were tially considered as exiles) By | 
lanuary 1959. the number of exiles had rrsem to 9.363 
persons and the composmron of these by “colors” was as 
follows: 5.497 condemned tor crimes, 87 condemned tor 
counterrevolutronary crimes, 2.688 condemned under 
the Ukase of 23 July 1951. 93 condemned under the 
Ukase of 5 October | 956 (gypsies), 392 condemned by 
people's courts under the laws of the Unzon republics 
(vagrants), and 606 persons sent into exile under public 
sentences om the grounds of the laws of the Unron 
republics {rbrd. | 


\s of | January 1999. exsles were serving ther exile in 
the following oblasts, krays and republics: 2.561 persons 
im Krasnoyarsk Kray. | 338 imthe Ronmm ASSR, | 073 in 
Tyumen Oblast. 925 im Kustanay Oblast. 890 im the 
Yakut ASSR. 8438 im Irkutsk Oblast. 476 1m Tomsk 
(Ybhast. 397 im Magadan Oblast. 296 im Karaganda 
(blast. 223 in the Uzbek SSR. 133 im the Latviam SSR. 
37 im the Armensam SSR. 32 1m Omsk Oblast. 26 1m the 
Tank SSR. 20 im Novossronsk Oblast. | 1 im Azerbayan, 
|\O im Kemerovo Oblast. | 0 im Kirov Obtast. 9 im Perm 
(blast. 8 im Sverdiowsk Obtast. 5 im Arkhangelsk Obtast. 
5 im the North Kazakhstan Oblast. 4+ im Akmolinsk 


Oblast. 3 im Khabarovsk Kray. 2 1m Altay Kray and 2 in 
Dzhanrbul Oblast. 


With thas our acquamtance with statistics On the special 
settlers and exiles 1s interrupted as a secumty classHia- 
tron of Top Secret has been placed On the materials of the 
Subsequent years 


Feotaotes 


(Central State Archnves of the October Revolutron, the 
superior State bodies and the state admonsstratrve bodies 
wt the USSR [TsGiAOR SSR]. collectron of documents 


>. [brd 
3. [brd 
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+, A portnon of the former kulaks deported in: | 929-1955 
and who by nationality were considered among the 
peopivs deported during (he war were classed in other 
contingents of Sspecta) settiers; such as Germans, Kalmyk 
and others (according (o the data for August | 992, there 
were 16.167 Such persons, including | 3,898 Ciermans, 87 
Nalmyks, 1.716 trom Georgia, 450 trom the Northern 
Caucasus and |6 from the Cremea) The Decree of the 
USSR Councu of Menssters of 13 August | 994 did not 
‘xtend to them 


Y TSG AOR SSR 
h lord 


In Mareh 1949. among the 20.666 special settlers of 
(has Contengent resxding in) Amun Oblast. Kcasnoyansk, 
Khabarovsk. and Promorskiy Keays, the Bashkir and 
Yakut ASSR’'s (and this was less than |/7 of the total 
number of persons sent in, | 946-1947 to special settie- 
ment as Viasevites) there were 7.044 Russians, 3.831 
Ukramnans, 770 Azerbayanss, | 068 Georgians, | .1 10 
\rmennans, 984 Belorussians, 766 Uzbeks, 685 Ger- 
mans, 628 Tatans, 002 Kazakhs, |82 Ossetians, | 75 
Mordvins, |73 Tapks, 166 Chuvash, 115 Kabarda, | 14 
Bashkars, 7 Turkmen, 64 Karachan 56 Kirghiz, 54 
Poles, 54 Udmurts, 54 Adyge, 54 Avars, 53 Cherkes, 46 
Moldavians, 43 Lezgon, 40 Mam. 38 Kumyks, 38 Chech- 
ens, 34 Karakaipaks, 33 Latvians, 28 Jews and 277 other 


s. The tanmly members of natronalists could return to 
ther previous places of residence but as for the nabion- 
alists themseives they subsequently were prohnbried 
trom dome, thas. Under the Ukase of the Presidium of the 
Ukramsan Supreme Soviet of 9 November 1956 on 
Prohrbrting the Former Leaders and Active Members of 
the Ukrannsam Natronalist Underground Who Were Sen- 
tenced and Served Ther Terms Fron Returning to the 
Western Oblasts of the Ukrame, those returnong wathout 
permussion to the Western Ukrame were to be sentenced 
by the court to exsle for upto 5 years. 1m 1957, analogous 
ukases were adopted by the Presidmums of the supreme 
soviets Of Lathuansa (2) January). Belorussia (22 Febru- 
ary), Latvia (5 October) and Estonna (12 October) 
rsGAOR SSR 


) TSGAOR SSR 


In October | 991. 1m spectah settlement were | 7.285 
persons who were foreigners, stateless persons or persons 
who had deciared themselves foreigners (not including 
former forergners who hi 4 adopted Soviet citmzenship) 
including: 15.850 Greek subjects. 347 Turks, 27 Ger- 
mans. |2 Iransans. 3 Poles; there were 727 listed as 
stateless persons and 319 who clammed to be forergners 
but did not possess documents continmeng ther crtmen- 
ship. 


| Tso AOR SSR 


[bed 


In Septenmber | 997. 16.490 tanmlies of Spectral settlers 
ved in their owm homes, and around 50.V00 tanmlies in 





COMMUNAL Apartments. Some 55,0608 lannlies Dad her 
own, plots of land and induvidual gardens. Some 23,7 
lanmlies had cabtle, sheep, goats und poultry 


l4. TSG AOR SSR 


1S. The tormer Basmracks wath them tammlies were 
deported trom the Tayk SSR under the Deeree of the 
USSR Counct) of Menssters of || January 195 


16 [a 1 990. there was the deportahnon of the “ante Soviet 
element’ fromm Pvtalowskiy. Pechorskiy and Kacha 
novskivy Rayons of PSkow Oblast under the Decree of the 
USSR. Counc) of Menssters of 29 December | 94% on 
Deporting Kulaks, the Fanless of Bandits, Natronalists 
and. Repressed Bandit Accomplices. Prvor to | 94 
rayons wath a predomyunance of a Russnin-speaking pop: 
ulatoon were part of Latvia and Estonna and after the 
latter were incorporated in. the USSR became part of the 


RSFSR 


[hese 


17. The Berra followers were the fanmly menrbers of the 
clese associates of L. PL Berea who were sent to special 
settlement under the Orders of the USSR MGB and 


LISSR Procunacy of 28 August | 954 


IX. The USSR cruzens who were interned and imprrs- 
oned in) | 944-1945 om Polish territory upto Mareh | 994 
were keph in) prisoner Of war and internee camps and 
were them sent to special settiement 

IS Om | January 19593, among the 65.332 persons 
accounted tor as expe settlers, cases and deported (wath- 
withe |.022 arrested and 66 wanted) there were 28.083 
Russians, | 3.720 Ukrameans, 3.346 Jews, 2.847 Labvi 
ans, 2.548 Belorussians. |.996 Lithuansans, | 604 Crer- 
mans, |.483 Poles, |.389 Estonrans, |.30) Armensans. 
862 Azerbanann 727 CGieorgians, 610 Moldavians, 605 
Tatars. SOO NRazakhs. 433 Uzbeks. 312 Chinese, 254 
Karehans and Finns. 243 Checnens. 241 Turkmen, | 7) 
Chuwash, 158 Noreans. | 30 Tawks. |29 Greeks, 123 
Hunganmans, | 04 Romanians. 9? Bulganans, 90 Bashkir 
84 Kinghiz and | 167 other 


2 The langest contimgent of exile settlers who in, 1992 
were Shifted to the status of special settlers (the labter. in 
contrast to the exe settlers, tormerty kept the status of 
full ciuzens but wathout the rght to icave the established 
place of residence) was the “antr-Soeviet clement 

deported prior to the war from the republics and oblasts 
which im 1939419490 became part of the USSR (2 pre- 
dommant number was deported over a perod of 2 days, 
[3 and 14 June 1941). Im May-June 1941. some 85.716 
persons arrived im settlement cae (not 
who died and cscaped Gunmg transportyng) (it Unis 
number. 27.887 had been deported trom Western 
Byelorussia, 22.643 trom Moldavia, | 2.682 trom Lithua- 
nna. 9.595 fromthe Westerm Ulkrame, 9.236 tron Latvia 
and. 3.668 fron Estonsa,. ()f this number. | 9.362 persens 
were settled im Nowosrbersk (blast. 7 446 im Altay 
Kicay. 16.784 im Keasnovarsk Keay. 15.413 1m Kaaa- 
khstanm, | 1 .556im()orsk ()blast Hin the Kom» ASSR 
and 2.049 im Kurew Oblast. Subsequently. the geograpny 


Ounting [hose 








Of thew settlement was broadened, |p (he documents of 
the NKVD-MVD., these individuals were designated as 
former merchants, |\andowners, tactory Owners, mem 
bers of boungeois governments, political partes and 
members of them fanmlies. By the end of 1952. thew 
number tor vanmous reasons had Jropped lo 19 686 
persons. 


2). TSG AOR SSR 
22. Ibid. 
23. Iba. 


24. In Mareh | 949, when the number of the subcontuny 
gent “other” im the contengent of speciah settlers 
deported in) | 944. trom Creorgia Comprised 26.044. per- 
sons, among thenm were 24.304. Azerbayann 676 Turks, 
411 Adzhars, 224 Cieorgians and 429 other. Im port of 
fact they were removed fronm special settlement registra- 
tron durmng | 9594-19596 even betore the promulgation of 
the Ukase of 31 October | 957 


25. The natonal 
with rane execeptron, was 
exampiec. in March | 949. among the | 1.404 adult UN 
Special settlers (trom | 7 years and older) residing. in 
Krasnoyarsk Keay. Arkhangelsk and Irkutsk Oblasts, 
there were | 1.339 Ukramrans (99 4 percent), 29 Roma- 
naans, |5 Poles. & Russians. 4+ Jews Belorussians, 2 
Germans. | Moidavian, rech and onher 


composition of the CllIN. members, 


| 


\lkKramvan, For 


INNOCMN 


26. TSG AOR SSR 

27. [ord 

28. Of the 49.416 persons remaimrng on | January | 959 
Im Speciah settlement reeimtratron, 8.292 resided in 
Irkutsk Oblast. 7.558 in Kemerovo Oblast. 5.649 in 
Krasnovarsk Kray. 3.858 im (imsk (Oblast. 3.750 in 
Tomsk Oblast. 3.160 in Perm (blast. 3.105 im Kba- 
barovsk. Keay. 2.774 im Karaganda (blast. |.763 in 
Cheilvabinsk ()blast. | 575 in the Rom» ASSR. | (254 in 
Tvumen Oblast. 978 im Amur (blast. 942 im Arkhan- 
geisk Oblast. 9} 5 im Chita (blast. 590 in Kinow Obtast, 
S69 inthe Yakut ASSR. 496 in the Buryar ASSR. 444.1n 
Kungan (blast. 281 in Novoseb: sk (blast. 233 im South 


Kazakhstan Oblast. 230 im the Lldmurt ASSR. 179 in 
\itay Kray '56 im Magadan (blast. | 42 im Sverdlowsk 


()blast. | 191m North Kazakhstan ()blast. | 02 1m Prmor- 


skiv Keay. 102 im Rokehetay ()blast. 90 im Aktyubrnsk 
Oblast. 84.1n Akmolinsk ()blast. | 3 in Kustanay Obtast. 
Y im Dehambuil Oblast. & im Abma-Ata Oblast. & in 
Kzyi-Orda Oblast. ~ in the Kinghiz SSR mn Guryev 
(iblast. 5 im West Kazakhstan (b'ast and 3 special 
settiers in Semypalatunsk (blast. TsGi ACR SSR 


29. TSG AOR SSR 
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Exacerbation of Ethnic Relations ia the USSR 
(Reflection om the Preliminary Results of the 1989 
Population Census) 

YISDOOIUB Moscow SOTSIOLOGICHESAL) 
ISSLEDOVANTYA in Russian Nv], Jan Yi) 

yigned fo press 03 Dee YW) pp 27-39 


(Artucle by Mekhanl Nikolayevich Rutkevich, corre- 
sponding member of the USSR Academy of Sciences. He 
iS a permanent conbtrrbutor to our journal) 


(Text} The subtutle of the artwele and its content should 
not be construed as an altempt by a sociologist Lo invade 
the prvate reserve of demographic science. The all- 
Linton: populatvon: Census 18 not only a scientitic event 
but also a politecal One, wath good reason Stalin “bumed ” 
the results of the 1937 Census and oniv now are these 
becommg avaiable to the pubhe [1]. Im additwon, a 
census 18 a concrete sociological Study which is colossal 
in scale and. conducted and paid jor by the state. Repre- 
sentatives fromm various aneas of social science can and 
should analyze the census materrals 


In the comments offered here the preluminary presently 
published (October | 990) results of the | 989 Census are 
exammed in: comparison wath the materials of the | 999 
1970 and 1979 Censuses. The am is an analysis of the 
development of natonality or ethnic relawons in the 
USSR in three aspects. [no the first place. as a source of 
information, on the change in the nationality compos 
tron of the natwon’s populawon as a whole, the individual 
regions and. republics, and hence on certam very essen- 
tial reasons and Sumuiltaneoushy consequences of changes 
in interethnic relatmons. Secondly. in the sheets of the last 
census, more space has been grven to the questions of 
population: mugratron, than im all the previous ones 
However, the census resultS as yet have now been pub- 
lished for this sectron’ and. tor this reason our ideas on 
the role of migraton, the causes and consequences of 
ethnic tmetrom and. conthcts wall undoubtedly require 
suppiementing and possibly correcting. Finally. and 
thondiv. a Comparateve analysis of the tour census pro- 
vides materah tor judging the spread of the Russian 
language as a means of interethnre contact and in our 
nawon the role of am important integratung tactor 1s 
assigned to this. 


How the Crisis in Fthnic Reiations Matured 


The first postwar census in | 959 was held after all the 
terryble (oncluding in terms of ther demographic conse- 
quences} disruptions were already over. But these con- 
sequences were still felt for a Jong time in the distorted 
sex-age Structure of the populatwon, Thus, in January 
19599. for every | OOO men there were | .220 women and 
in’ many regions (Belorussia, the Northwest and a 
majority of the oblasts in Centrah Russia) the prewar 
populawon had not yet been reached {3} The conse- 


quences of collectrvizaton and starvawon, the Stalinrst 
repressions, the deportation of a number of peopies and, 
~ course, the war of 1941-1945 make themseives felt 
even now. But precisely trom the end of the | 950s. the 
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natn s demographic development Daswally was carmed 
ul DS an cvoddiionary Means. A compansen of the data 
w the tour censuses conducted wath am interval of | 0 
years (the 1970 Census “talis out” of the semes but this 
hus been considered in) the calculawons) makes it pos- 
sible to understand mucd in the process of the develop: 
ment of ethnic relawons dunng the perod which pre- 
eded thew Cuprent creses stale. 


The sharp exacerbawon, of interethnic relawons began 
(the dates do not comerde tn different regions) not long 
hetore January | 989 and, aswe tron the Transcaucasus, 
sul had “not been able to tell om the census resuils 

[he univashing of natvonalisuc passions was stil to 
ome, for now we cannot see the end, They shook the 
datwon in which the persuasion prevailed that there was 
established an unshakable [tmendshap, of peoples 
\ccording to the data of the USSR Procunacy. during the 
‘and '> years apound 600.000 persens have lett thew 
place Of permanent residence, there have been 4.0438 
pogroms, 946 persons have been killed in interethnie 
conflicts and 8.652 have been wounded, [nm some places 
there have been real malitary operations involving heavy 
weapons and helicopters. The material loss from these 
clashes can seareely be assessed but a total of 10 brillon 
rubles has been geven [Sf These figures are rising and 
will change by the tome the article 1s published. 


The dialectics of history 1s such thab abrupt changes and 
mayor about-taces in the life of peoples (and. there 1s no 
doubt that the natwon 1s presently in a mayor historical 
about-tace) externally are prepared tor by little noticed, 
gradual and “quiet” shotts occurrmng under the action of 
protound forces over decades. The prerequisnes for the 
urrent cress in) natwwonality and nawonaliiy-state rela- 
trons in the USSR have matured in all spheres of life, 
ncluding in the trends of the reproduction and. migra- 
tron of the populawon and im the interactwon of lan- 
guages. This is what we wall be discussing. But in 
drawing altention to the given linkage. we are not 
inclined to asersbe crucial significance tout. For a correct 
understanding of the reasons for the crrsrs in. nawonality 
relawons. we must turm first of all to the basis. the 
SOCLOCCONOMNC CIYSKS. 


The increased seciah tensron, as a consequence of the 
ollapse of the consumer market. the unnversal deticit 
growing inflawon and the violang of established eco- 
nomec tres by the ent cpreses and regions have given rise 
‘o abtempts to “tence oneself off.” to swatch to bartering 
and try atleast temporary lo improve one s sHualon al 
the expense of others. The coming to power of natonal- 
Suc forces in. a number of republics (the Baltic, Moidova 
Moidavia}, Armenra and Creorgia) became possible in a 
suuation of increasing drssatustaction wath the course of 
perestroyvka and the :rmpotence of the central bodies. Bul. 
nm comma to power On a wave of chauvinism created by 
them and ethnic intolerance. these forces are carrying 
ul a policy of Separatusan, isolaton, even to the port ot 
withdrawang from the Ulnrom and thereby contrmbute to 
in cxacerbatvon of the economnuc crisis and to a further 


collupse of the national ceonomme compivx and this 
ultpmately strokes ab the populawon of “ther own: 
republics 


The view of ceonomre severeignty as absolute. runs 
contrary to the ungent need for converting to a Unione 
wide market which is essential toall, There ss equah harm 
inthe abselutezing of political soverergnty and rights of 
the se-calivd indigenous nawons’ and which naturally 
has been rebuifed and inevitably leads to acute ethnic 
conthets in the potitvcal sphere. The hundreds of thou- 
sands of retugees, the bloody pogroms, the estabhis ing 
of groups of fighters and. then them own moilitary and 
police formations, all sorts of encroachments agaimst the 
rahts of the “nonmadmgenous” populawon, including 
depriving themm of the mghb to vote im elections and 
compelling then to j@ave—all of this shatters and desta- 
bilizes the politvcal Sduation in the nation, 


We would pommt oul one other rmportant teatune: ineach 
sphere of sectal life the pressune of the accumulatung 
events has brought about the appearance of an introns, 
inner logic im the development of the process and: a 
certain independence of its development. This indepen- 
dence naturally is limeted by the interaction and. inter- 
penetrawon: of all areas of seciah life. But as relatuve 
independence. it makes itself telt and wath particular 
force tn. abrupt shiits of history 


In. the sphere of nationality relawons over the centumes, 
strong economye and cultural ties have come into bemg 
between the peoples of Russa and. these gamed a new 
impetus as a resull of the October Revolutwon, the 
chmmation of navonality suppression and. the forming 
of a smpgle natvonal economic compiles, The degree of 
integratwon of the regrons and sectors in the USSR was 
higher than in the European economic communtiy. The 
fmendship of peopivs wathstood the testng of the Patre 
otic War and was strengthened in this. But the :selating 
of this aspect by science and propaganda wath the lack of 
attentvon and ab tomes the hushing up of problems in 
nuwonalitv relateons. both those histomecally inherted 
and budding up over the decades as a consequence of 
objective causes and subrectove factors. includimeg the 
errors made by the naton’s leadership (and the cremes 
under Stalin), caused a great deal ot harm, At present, on 
the wave of glasnost and perestroyka all these problems 
have ended up ab the center of sectah life. 


Im actuality. the hnstonicably progresseve policy 
bequeathed by Lenm of the greatest possible help, from 
the center (RSFSR and the Ukrame) to the backward 
borderiands in the amm of gradually leveling out thew 
economic and Cultural level has borne tru. The distance 
has been shortened, but the inequality has not been 
compietely clummated and could not be emmated. in 
such a short tume under the very harsh historical cond: 
twons. At present. there 1s a correct understanding, on the 
one hand, of the questions of the inadmessebdtiity of a gap 
of 2- or 3-told im the standard of living. between, the 
repubhes. the dying out of the small nawonalitues of the 
North, the colossal ecoivgical costs of industmahzavon 
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Pupuiauion Reproduction and Nationality Relations 


Civer the 30 vears the indications of a preensis snuawon 
can be “tel” in the crends of secrodemographic devel- 
opment, Let us first examine the treads inthe change of 
the size of the population by groups of peeples which are 
historically close in terms of way of life and: region, of 
residence and. often in language (for example. all) the 
hbase peoples of C central Asia, wath the exception of the 
layks. are Turkic-speaking) Paruculariy standing oul is 
the group of the three Eastern Slavic peoples which has a 
common root in Kievan Rus and are close in language 
and tamiy traditions regardless of any dependence upon 
place of resedence. thab is. trom Brest ta. Viadivostok, 
trom the White Sea to the Black Sea: Russrans, Ukrar 
nians and Belorussians 


in order to Detter understand the figures presented below 
n the Table. let us go back ta: certam) concepts. in 
demographic science. In the course of history, mankind 
dnd thereby the ethnie communtiies) has consecutively 
zone through (different peoples at different times wath 
certain particular features) three stages of demographic 
development wath a fourth just appearmneg. 


The peopies which made up Russia pror toa 19)7 were in 
the most diverse Stages of historical development and 
hence on different secvons of the curve deserbing the 
eyvolubon of popuiavon reproduction, Over the last 

decades much has changed but in our times the differ- 
ences Detween thenmm in demographic behavior are se 
zreal that often the average data employed in practical 
terms for the Unron (for exampie. in. a Compansen wath 
ther countmes) can explam little in screntsfic terms. 


The first stage which lasted for long miilenma in the 
premndustmal age is charactermed by a high birthrate 
imited basrealiv by brologyeal tactors and. an) equally 
nigh death rate trom hunger. mainutmtion, iiness as well 
iS docidents. wars and violence. As a resuil, the size of 
the popuilavion was stable or was growang very slowly. 
predomimantiy by broadenme the range ot habtiator, on 
the contrary. was dechnimg because of pestilence. natural 
disasters and enemy invasions. 


The second stage was brought to life by the mse of 
Caprialism, Dy industmalizatvon, urbanization, by better 
santiary conditions, by an increased level of prosperity 
and culture as well as by the advances of medicine in 
combating eprdennes. The birthrate indicator remamed 
high (although it gradually dropped) but the indicator ot 
the death rate deciined rapidly. This stage 1s frequently 
termed a “demographic transsion” or a “demographic 
expioseon” smee there 1s a segnificance increase in the 
population (on seme countmes up) to 4-5 percent per 
annum), Western Europe underwent this expiosron in 
the |Yth Century. [t began in Russia in the | 860s, but 
was interrupted by the mass losses durmng the years ot 
Werld War | and the Civil War, collectvization and 
World War IL In the developmg countmes, the demo- 
‘raphic expioseon 1s in full Swang but almost everywhere 


is peak’ has already passed (in the | 950s-1 960s. on the 


4 


Shands of Ciceania in the 19708) or rs passang (West and 
Centnah Afmea) (7. pp: 30438). After the passage of the 
“peak” there begins a slow “drop Caused promariy by. 
change :n the secioeconomic conditions and tits scone: 
or later leads to the thind stage. 


This stage is charactermed, by a tunther drop: in the 
mortality level. paruculanly intant (in Japan. > pee | O00 
in: the first vean of lite) due to the increased. prosper 
the better ecological conditions, the advances of medi: 
cine and, as a resuil, the greater average life expectancy 
(un Japan up to 80 vears), Snnullaneousiy. there is a drop 
in. the level of the birthrate. preomaniy due to. tamrs 
planning (and. this is aided by the spread of modern 
contraceptives) but alsa by a number of destabnizing 
factors: the increased. proportional amount of singte 
parents, diverees. the deciine in morals and se forth, As 
a resuil, the natural increase in the population becomes 
insegnificant or halts. Thus. in the countmes of Western 
and. Nerthern Europe in | 989. the designated. increase 
was as follows: |.9 (per |.000 of the popuiation) in 
Sweden, |.7 in Great Britain, |.2 in Belgaum, 0.1 in 
\ustma and the GDR and in a number of exiremel 
prosperous countmes was negative ( West Germany. Den- 
mark and Hungary) If we take into account the average 
increase in life expectancy and the change in the age 
Structure of the population, these figures show an alread) 
Started process of depepuiaiion which in a way is con: 
cealed by the insignificant natural increase and is cos 
ered ower by the influx of immigrants which comprise up 
ta. 7-10 percent of the population in certain counties of 
Western Europe. Demography has tong empiuoved repro- 
duction coefficients which have been “purged” of the 
desrgnated. tactors. The most accurate of these. the 
so-called net reproduction coetticrent of (he population ~ 
in. the developed countmes of the West has long simece 
crossed the “fatahline” of one. In 197041974. 1b was 103, 
in LY7S-1979. 1b was 0.96 and in 1980-1984. 0.94 and 
continues to drop; In. a number of the European coun- 
trees. the sduation has become sunpiv imgbtenimng (0.7 in 
Austma and. 0.67 in Denmark) | 7. pp 243-252) 


Ina “consumer secrety” a trend develops and with ine 
prevalence of this even special measures Dy the state 
(subsedies for chiidren, ard to smele mothers and so 
torth) do not have a substantial impact on the desire to 
be concerned woth more than two chridren in a mayporit 

ot the tamiies. However, tor the sanpie reproducuon vt! 
the population it is essential that cach: formed tamiis 
have an average of 2.!-2.3 and more children depending 
upon the marmage. infant mortality and other coeth- 
crents. 


Linder these conditions. it becomes essential to have a 
transeron to the fourth stage al which sooner or later te 
trend toward depopulation should be overcome. © ertain 
indications of the transeion to this stage can be observed 
ina number of countmes in the West and this has been 
caused by jurther advances in medicine 
secunmty. by a strengthening of incentive factors ¢materai 
and moral) and $e forth. According to UN torecasts, [he 


nereased Sacial 








net coetficient can reach a value of 0.97-0.99 by 2020- 
2024 in the countmes ot Western and Northern Europe 
and in North Amereca (where the indicators tor the 
Negro populauon as well as for the migrants from Asia 
and Latin America are above |) by the end of the century 
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gradauons: there are peopies whieh are precisely on ihe 
iransation trom the second to the third stage eriain 
smali peopies of the North living under 

harsh conditions have Deen unable to icave the 
and as a consequence of the high mortalils 


? — on 37} 
} 


lhe peopies inhabiting the Soviet Union are either at the 
second Stage. thatis, ab the vamous ievels of the “demo- 
graphic transmion” or ab the third, when over the jong 
in the danger of depopulation can be seen to a greater 
r lesser degree. Here. of course, there 1s a great range of 


threatened wolh extuncuon. 


shows the dynannes 
indicators tram | 499 


As il iS impossible to embrace te unempdraceadle tus 
move On 1o.an anaivsis of the table which brings togetie 
(wah certain differences) the 


group of clinoses and 
tf the populanon 


through | 459 


*provagucuon 





it ncrease in Size of USSR Pepuiauion (1959- 1989: Nationality Breakdown) 
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From the table 101s apparent that the Russians, Ukrat 
nrans and Belorussians, these three peepies close in 
language. customs and. behavior and. untried by a 
common orgin have been partially displaced, partrcu- 
lariv in the process of populating the seuthern steppes. 
Srbena and the Far East as well as the new industnal 
reguons. One has merely ta. recall that there are | 1.5 
milion Russians tivang in the Ukraine {this is 8 percent 
ot the total number ot Russians in the nauon and more 
than 20 percent ot the repubhe population), while there 
are 4.360.000 Ukrainians and | .206.000 Belorussians in 
the RSFSR and this is. respectvely. around. |0 percent 
and over |2 percent of the total pepulation: of the 
nauon s | Kkramran and Belorussian populations {8-9h. 


Precisely in the designated penod these peepies finally 
“bid farewell” to the ever-abating “demographic transi- 
tion and moved toa stage when the prospect of depop- 
ulation becomes real. The most important tactors deter- 
mining this evoelutvon are: industmalizawon and 
urbanizauon; nmigrauon trom the countryside into the 
cily accompanied by the ageing (and in some places the 
disappearance) ot the rurat population; the reduced 
number ot children in the rural famiy which was 
recently large to the “urban” standards (1-2 chtidren per 
tannivi. Here an important role is also played by the 
protracted lack of amenities tor the migrants in the cities 
and worker settlements, the housing cmsis and deteno- 
rating supply (parteculariy in the Ural, the Kuzbass, the 
ou and gas fields ot Western Sthena. the zone of the 
BAM) | Baykal-Amur Maimniine} and in the Far East), The 
foundations ot the family are cracking. While the ratio of 
the number of marmages and divorces in 1950 was 0.5 
divorcee per | 2 marmages in the RSFSR (calculated per 
| OOO persens), in 1988. the figure was 3.9 per 9-5. that 
iS. the number of divorces exceeded 40 percent of the 
number of marmages. there were sumiar figures for the 
\'kraine (over 40 percent) and Belorussia (34 percent) 
(LO. pp L17-LISh Asa result, there has been « rapid mse 
in the number ot chiidren in “incompiece” families 
(single mothers) and abandoned by parents and rarsed Dy 
the state in chtidren’s homes. The average size of a 
family in the three repubhes at the end of the 1970s was 
3.3 persons and at the end of the 1980s 3.2 [ 11. p)220: 

2}. Beeause ot the exacerbation of the economne crisis, 
one can expect a rise in the untavorable phenomena in 
the tamiiy and in popuiation reproduction for the giver 
group ot peoples. This is alse seen from the changes in 
the net coetfiment, In 1960-1965. in the RSFSR this was 
934. in 1 980-L98E. it dechned to 0.878 and then rose 
somewhat to |.005 in) 1988: It must be taken into 
account that this coetficent averaged for the repubhe 
includes differences between the indicators tor the Rus- 
Srans and a number of indigenous nationalities of the 
autonomous areas. |t has desembed an analogous curve 
inthe ( Kramne: tronn).960 (on 1 969-1970) 1 deehned to 

¥t0 On 19SO-+L9S8Sh) and. rose somewhat to. 0.957 in 

#88. In Belorussia, it dechned trom |.092 (1969-1970) 
ta. U.96S (L9SS8PI LOL p lish 


\ certain rise tn the birthrate in these repubdhes in the 


#8Us can De explained Dy (wo circumstances. In the first 


place. by the Deeree of the CPSL Central Commitice 
and. the USSR! Counci of Ministers of 22 January | 95! 
which outlined. a senes of measures lo improve assis- 
tance to families wath chiidree and primaniy increasing 
the penod of leave to tend for chiidren ¢pand and unpaid) 
(19). Secondly, the antialcohol campaign of | 955-198? 
influenced in a certain manner the demographic indica- 
tors. But these are short-term tactors. Thus, in just! year 
(in. comparing i989 wath | 988), the coetfiment of natural 
increase dropped for the RSFSR trom 5.3 to 3.9. tor the 
Ukraine from 2.8 to 1.8 and for Belorussia from 5.7 to 
4.9 {13}, For this reason, the conclusion of our well- 
known demographers that “tn the repubhes with the 
lowest birthrate at present no clear trend 1s observed tor 
a drop .n the birthrate of the real generations | | 4} seems 
excessively optimistic. [t is essential to take the jong- 
term trend. which, as is krown, in social life always 
operates not rectlineariy but rather through deviations 
to. both sides and which are caused by factors of a 
partrcular order. 


The following data are very indicative tor characterizing 
the demographic trends: at the end of the |9°0s per 
| 000 Russian women there were |.773 chtidren born by 
them, for the Ukramran women |.823 and tor the 
Belorussian women 2.006 {1 1. p 358}. In considermne the 
actual coeffiments for marmage. sex-age Dirthrate and 
mortality. the figures for ensuring the simpie reproduc- 
tion ot the population should be on a level of 2200+ 
2.300. And this is regardless of the substantial decline in 
the mortahty rate. partrouiariy in the Ukrame and 
Belorussia (to 11.7 and | 2.9 in the tirst year ot fite per 
| 000 born) [ 15} As atus tor over 30 years now, the basic 
ethnic mass of the USSR popuiation has not provided 
tor the simple replacement ot generations. 


As a result, as follows trom the calculations (see the 
Table); the share of the Eastern Slav population in the 
USSR! population has deetined steadily and rapuiis 
from 76.3 percentin 1959 to. 69:8 percent in | 989. and 
wall continue to drop in the toreseeadle tuture [Ars 
necessamiy entaris a reiatuwe decine in the economn 
potential of the three repubhes and which make up the 
histoncal nuciews for the community of peepies in our 
country. 


We have specially isolated groups of nauonalilies which 
are indigenous for the autonomous regions ol two 
regions of the RSFSR: Voiga-l rai and Northern ¢ auca- 
sus. Of course. it 1s essential to take into account that 
these peepies have also settled widely throughout the 
nation and, on the contrary. in the corresponding repub- 
lies (for example. the Tatar ASSR)} they do not always 
comprise a majonty of the population. For this reasen. 
we have taken not the groups of repubhcs Out rather the 
groups of nationalities as in the given instance we 
assume that the demographic indicators for the | atars 
and Ossehans, the Chuvash and Chechens |iving in 
“their own” repubhe and outside of 1 are very close 


Among the indigenous nationalities of the Northern 
Caucasus, the “demographic explosion” is continuing 








. i | 


iihough wath a varyong degree of intensity. The annual 


ruge increase in tne popuiauon has deciined some- 


vhal in mparison with the end of the !95Gs but 
nuunues to remain on the level of such developing 
unines in the overseas Easi as Turkey (20.8), India 
Sn Lanka (18.1) and. Vietnam (20.4) (data for 
7) |7 p OS}. Itaus no surprise that the share of this 


roup ot peepies in the “mon population over the 30 

irs has increased by more than |.5-fold, trom !.!2 
ercent to. |.65 percent. The birthrate continues ta 
‘main high, the tamnly is large, the death rate is 
leciining siightiv. although its ievel 1s somewhat higher 
lan among the Russian population of this regon. C or- 
‘spondingly. there :s.a high share of chiidren and young 
ersans in the populauon and this has Drought about 
ithhcull problems, pnmaniy in job placement. For a 
ing lime. a significant pertron of the youth has not been 
npioved in socal production. [na number of repubhes. 
articulariy in ( hecheno-ingushetvra. departure for sea- 
Nal WOTK PlayS a groweng ror tone of the types ol 
NaUULUM Mmigrauon) PLOT. 


> 


us. a Gemographic situauion is ansing among the 
idigenous peoples of the Finno-Lighur and. Turk 
rigin in the \ oiga-l rai regeon. Many centunes of joint 
iwelling with the Russians, both on the terrtory ot the 
itrent autonomous areas and outside them, havwe 
iused oseness. in the way ot lite (only in. rural 
‘itlements iS a substantiai national speestic way main- 
uned) and demographic conduct. The annual average 
nerease in the popuiauon during the | 960s was some- 
hat higher than among the Russians, Dut then went into 
» adrupt decline and is currentiy below that of the 
Stavs. [The share ot these peepies in the total size ot the 
auion $ popuiauon since 1970 (4.93 percent) has begun 
ind according to the | 989 Census was 4.55 
‘nt. Here a certain role #s also played bv assimiation 


) drop 


| he Baltic peepies are very similar im demographic terms 
vith the peeptes ot Central and Northern Europe. Fora 
ing time. they hawe been in the “third” stage ot the 
emographic evoluuon as we have termedit. The net 
eificrent in the Baltic Repubhes over the jast three 
lecades has tluctuated around |. having dropped at the 
rnd of the 1970s and the begsnning ot the | 98s. and 
len rising samewhat. The Lithuanians to a larger degree 
lan the Latwnans and Estomans have maimtamed the 
aditions of an average-sized famiy. Per | OOO temale 
itnhuanrans at the end of the 1970s, there were |.795 
ridren, ware among the Estonrans t was {1.599 and the 
— } 


ans | ass { | ry 1S 


nnuail rate of natural increase t').4 percent in the 
+-Os and 1) 43 in the | YSQs> is the amount ot the 
2u0n asa whole and Correspondingly (ne share of the 
Haitic peeptes in the USSR pepulation has declined: 
om - percent in 1999 to. |.94 percent in | 989 
ynseguence of the megrauion ot 
regions ( Russian-speaking) and 


eet tli one " * 
STIMUMANCOUUSIS iS a 


auon trom ine! 


Ie SamMewnRal Nigner pirinrate among tne new armwvals ta 
ifferent age structure) the propertronal amount ot the 
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ndigenous nauonality in the populauon oi the republhes 
has declined: the share of Estanians in 
dropped trom 74.6 percent in 
1989: tor Latwans in Latvia. trom 62 pereent to 
percent | ll. pp i 28-129 he situavion 
§ differentin Lithuania where the share ol the 
nous populauon is comparauve!s More sladle and Tul 
this, reason the problem ot “mierants iscriminated 
against. by the current authonties 
substantial role. But the 
the same: the fishermen trom Alaypeda and the powe: 
workers at Snechkus feel ust as muc svchological 
Siress.asi do the miners in Ankatia-}arva and the 
machine Duiiders in Riga 


i~4 10. O1.5 percent } 


46-1 37 LS] 


Inaige- 


shou 7 Ok’ Diay 


“TORI i nauonausm is 


The problem of the “rmegrants” has become a field ol 
fierce political struggle. The Peoples Fronts 
and Latvia and Sajudis in Lithuania. in coming to power! 
hawe adopted ¢ever-harsher measures to restnict the rights 
i the Russan-speaking population Tr 
which livedan the repubhcs during the ycars of Dourgeors 
power as well as that group which seitied immediate 

atter the war. The otispnneg of these people can rightis 
consider themseives to be the opulalion. 
not to mennion the Poles in the southwestern rayons ot 
Lithuama where they have iived for centuries idoubt- 
edly the prospect of remaimine in the minority on the 
termtory ot ones hisioncal motheriand cannoli help Dut 
concern one. But the resettiement 

departments trom other regions tor the 
)peration of new facilities has stopped and the tlow of 
Spontaneous. unorganizee migrauon as ready 
changed direction, as we wall desembe in the next art 

The nationalistic forces. including the extreme ones Uke 
the Citizen « ommniticees 
who tived in the geven termtory in | 940 and the dire 

ffispnng) are using the problem of the merants tor 
fanning a NauONalsSliC PsvCNosis anc als 
it the rndigenous population. [he attempts to conduct a 
census of Sseltiement, (he demand sing mty ne 
offical language everywhere. the reduction tn the adms- 
sion to Russian departments in the 
earmme and, tinally. the spread ol 
evervday life—thrs is the aumosphere 

It'mereivy remains to be amazed al the 
t certarn teaders in the ¢ enter who have Deen unable to 
see the true program of the separatist. partres and mo. 

ments Oenind thes phraseol 
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iding lal 


naigenous 


ranizveu ie 


nsituchion ana 


which are registering persons 


NSUlUUONS OF Niwnel 
SMorisignteadness 


DerestpovVaAa wz 
The demographic situation ditiers t 
Transcaucasus Regron and Central Asia. With sist 
differences sn demographic development, the three n 
peoples of the | ranscaucasus ntinue to mamta 

higher rate of natural pepulation increase than the 
awerage tor the | SSR. although 1 1s gradua 


pon , 
4 ‘ 


‘Var 


= 
trom 6 percent in the dey i« ) ~ ¢ Der nt ' ic 
NUS. 
The residual nnenomerna i iw Icmorerapn ransi- 
tion are present to the largest degree mn Azerh 
number of A2ers in w? t non ove! I¢ , irs 


nereased by 2. 3-told (from 2.940000) to’ and 
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his Onmngs them close to the Turku-speaking peoples oi 
entrat Asia. [n (scorgia and Armenra. this transition 1s 
vasically over. Over the 20 vears (1969-1988) the net 
coetiment in Geerga decined trom 1.233 to 1.058 and 
n Armenia. from 1.488 to }.023 and m A2erbayan, trom 
> 08) to 1.268. As was pointed out above. the data for 
the repubhes do not correiate fully with the navionalaty 
data because the repubhes are multinauional and also 
dbecause the number ot Armenians, Azens and Geergnans 
residing « the appropnate repubhe rs. very sigmiti+ 
Cant and growing. 


uiside 


(iver the 50 years there has been a decime en the natural 
nerease, Dul al present (15.6 per thousand) it 1s, 3-toid 
higher than this coeilicient among the Slawie population. 
The share ot the designated peepiles in the USSR peopu- 
auon has been steadily growing: trom s percentin 19589 
ta.5.3 percent in 1 YS. The consequences of the acceler- 
ated population growth are felt partrculariy in Armenia 
and Azerhayan. where the problem of finding )obs tor 
the south is one of the most alarming, in forming a 

nungent Deng aliracted by the nauionalastsc partres tor 
demonsirauions, detachments of guards and guerrsiias, 
For example. moiiitary operations on the trontiers: ot 
\zerhauan have been conducted by formations of the 
so-called ftidaans trom the Arnmeman National Army 


rh 2 deme 


e demographic explosion is making :tself felt: most 
icutely in Centrat Asia. where 1t occurred Jater than in 
the nauion and under different histoncal 

ynditions. The region entered the stage of fundamental 
changes which began tn 1983 on the “ascending sectron 

tthe cun i this “explosion and this exacerbates the 
acuteness.ot all the social and ethnare problems, Over the 
30 years. the pepulauion of the tive :ndigenous national- 
ties in the region has grown by 2.8-told and. this: has 
substantially ed ther propertronal amount in the 
ulation. from 4.6 percent to 9.3 percent, that 
tl ’-told. Here tamniy planning for now 


ther regions ot 


2U0N $8 p 


as involved a very narrow circle of the urban pepuia- 

ion. Per ()} lL zbek women (the data of 1979) 3.293 
htidren are born. tor Turkmen temales the figure 1s 

363 and for Tank 3.700711. p 358}. 


3 298 tor Aarghiz 3 
Stace tnen nese eiticrents have changed. little. A 
partrcularis acute situation has arisen in the areas) of 
rregated farming. as the rural population ts ttle mobile. 
In Tankostan the peroentage of village :nhabrtants over 


the fast two decades has grown (from 62.9 percent in 
170 to 67.4 pereentin 19YS89)/10. p 29h 
The trend toward an inerease mn the natural inerease—in 


spate of the previously high (90 and over per 1.000 \1n 
eriain oblasis) intant mortalaty——has been maintamned. 
This indicator m ( zbekistan has risen trom 26.4 in 1980 
n Turkmenta. respectively, from 26.0 to 
28.2. in Aargnizia. trom 21.2 ta 23.8 (here the share ot 
the Russian pepulation is higher): in Tapkistan, trom 


_T. > 
; ) _ 4 5 yi 
- > 


ta 28 ri YAS 


populauuon and the increased number oi 
uth create prerequisites tor clashes based 


Agrarian oO\ 


inemployed 





it~ 
“? 


on nauonality and these are being prepared and carmed 
oul. not without success Dy the nalonalasiic organiza 
nons, with the ard of the mata and often with the 
connivance of local authonties. This was the cise on the 
pogroms of the Meskhetzan Turks in Fergana aad mm the 
bloody clashes Detween the Aarghiz and l zbek pepula- 
nons in Osh Oblasi. The departure of the indigenous 
pepulation outside the region is insigniticant and the 
flow trom the vrilage to the cities of the rcogion ts growing 
Here :n the cities there are growing areas of pmimmtis 

unequipped development without communal services 
and wrhout sources of pure water supply. The popwila- 
ion of these slums is highly intlammable maternai 
partrculariy for the pnests in the mosques. It was pre 
cisely in this manner that the pogrom arose in Dushanbe 


Thus, the differences in the nature of the nauonal 
reproduction of the population in our country are ven 
great both in terms of the regions and particulariy in a 
nauonalty breakdown. The ditlerences on the socioeco- 
nemuic ievel are expressed in the surpius manpowe: 
certaim paris: of the naon and the jabor shortage in 
others. The conditionalaty of these concepts is Devand 
dispute and a transition to market relations will make 
the secret obvious and wil exacerbate the situation, we 
wel encounter unemployment also in regions which 
currentiy figure as iabor-short, But over the examined 
perrod, the economic sysiem did not undergo substantial 
changes whiie the new forms introduced such as the 
formation of cooperatives, leasing, individual labor 
achivities and $o forth by the time oi the last census, (he 
beginping of 1989. had not yet been developed and had 
ust begun to tell on the use of the labor resources 


The given differences contain certain prerequssife: 

resis in interethnic relauuons, but these prerequisites are 
beginning 10 play an active roie of the agent of friction 
and conflicts, in the first-place. with the exacerbation o! 
the economic situation, as was menhoned above: sec- 
ondly. if they are not ‘absorbed by migration, by Lite 
movement cil workers and ein tamties (rom some 
regions of the nalion to others and by marauion across 
State frontiers. The very “caim™ attitude shown by iite 
ruling corcies Of many developed nations oi the West 
which have a jow or even negative natural population 
inerease coetficient to the threat.oi depopulation can De 
explained not at least. by the possibilities of comtrotied 
manpower :mmigrauion from the less. developed Coun 
tnes, including the tormer colonies and rocentiy trom the 
Eastern European countries. But this is a special ques- 
tion. As tor the rote of migration in the exacernauion 
interethnic relations :n our country, this wil be (aken uy 
in the following article. 


| QuénUtes 


The promise of the former chairman of the | SSR 
Goskomstat {State Statustics C ommitice} on the date for 


processing the |Y89 Census remarns untultilled | 








The USSR. Goskomstat has poanted out, that. in 
\rmenia and AZerbayan the census “was, heid under 
litiicult conditions and this could rntiuence the pepuia- 
tion count” [4.p i d9h 


[he aullermpts theoretecally to establish the absolute 
soverergnty of the republies and. in addition, the nations 
Nave been simply verhai contabulahons {6} 


+. The net reproduction coefficient of the female pepu- 
alion indicates as an average how many young giris born 
y a Singie Waman over her entre life musi survive to the 
age of the mother at them Diurth (in maintanning the 
er-age indicators tor the birthrate and death rate of the 


ven penod. a year). 


5. In the summer and auturan of 1990, a majsonmty of 


these republics had abandoned the name otf autonomous 
out remammed as part ot the ..SFSR)! 


Bibhography 


VESTN. SPATISFIKE, Na i2, 1988p 4 


ltogn \ Sesoyuzney pereprsi. naselemya |9S9 2.” 
YSS All-Umon Population Census], 


. ) 7s »> . 
\Vioscow, Statusttka, | 962. pp 20-23, 25 


Results: of the 


+. Narodnoye khozyaysive SSSR'v 1 988g." [The SSR 
National Economy in 1988}, Moscow, Finansy. i Statis- 
Lika, | YS 


NOMS. PRAN DA, 22 August 1990, p i 


‘Inaleenable Soverergnty,’ PRAVDA., 


clober }99Q. p 2 
Naselemye mra’ [Population of the Worid], 
Vioseow, Vivsi, | 989 


S -SSSR + tsitrakh vy 1989 9.” [The USSR itn Figures in 


‘SY). Moscow. Finansy.: Statastika, | 990, p 38 


RSESR » isitrakh vy 1/989 9.” [The RSFSR iin Figures 
i489). Moscow. Finansy. i Statastska, | 990, p 23 


| “Naselemye SSSR. | 988. Stat. yvezhegodmk” {The 
SSR Populahon. | 988. Statastscal Annual}, Moscow, 
hans) i Stalustika, | YS¥ 


hisienmost 1 sosiav naselemya SSSR: Po dannym 

» SesoyuznNoy pereprsi naselemrya 1979 g.” [The Size and 
Oompesition of the USSR Population. According to the 
ata of the 1979 All-Lnmron Popelation Census}, 
\foscow. Frnansy.: Statustska, | 984 


VESTN: SFATISFIKA, Na 6. |99@, pp 78-79 


- 


hisienneost, estestvennoye dvizhenrive 
wratsiva naselennya v | YS Stat. byulleten’” [ Number. 
Natural Movement and Migration of the Population in 


s Statistical Bubleten}, Moscow, Goskomstat SSSR. 
WI) 





IPRS-USS-9L- 006 
>> June 1994 


4. SOTSIOL. ISSRED). Na 3. | 988. p 57 


iS. SPAT. PRESS-BYULLETEN GOSKOMSTFATA 
SSSR, Na 4. | 990. p 47 


6. SOTSIOL ISSLED:. Na ji YAS. Dp 46-44 

“Narodnmeve, Khozvaysiva SSSR) \ ISM |The 
USSR ' National Econemy in 1959), Moscow. Gosstatiz- 
dat, | Y6U. pp i $-20 


1S. “ttogn VSesovuzney pereprs: naselenrya 1970 e 
[Results of the 1970 Ali-Umeonm Population 
Vioseow, Statusiska, Vol lV. | 973. pp 280. 


CSUs} 


19. “KPSS rezolyutsivakh. reshenpakh svezdoy 
Plenumov TSK” [The CPS in Resolutions, 

of, Congresses and. Central, Commuttee Plenums| 
Moscow, Polotizdat, Vol 14. | 9Y88 pp i 25-132 


ECISIONS 


COPYRIGHT: Izdatelstvea 
icheskiuye rss‘edovanrya YY} 


‘Nauka ‘Soisiolog- 


The Class Essence of “Symbuesis” ( The Shadew 
Econemy in an Administrative Ommand Sysiem) 
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‘Article Dy Irina Aleksandrovna Goldenberg 
bE economec SCIENCeS and Science associate al the insti 
tute for the Econom Problems of Scientutic and Tech- 
nical Progress.ot the L SSR Academy of Sciences. [his ts 
her first apgearance :n our ;ournal} 


Text) The wards “class.essence  townd rn the tte ot 
given articie wall mdescending smre tron 
many readers as discussions about classes and the class 
Struggle have jong been unpopular. At the same time, 
while abandoning the dogmatic interpretation iearned im 
sChOe) Of Viewing society as Once and for all 
‘roles, “antaguomssms, 
and so forth. the Marxisi-Lenmust theory ot 
became a powerful tool of analysis and ya certai 
degree. tor torecasting the economnc and peinical situa- 
tiom an the USSR: This theory which in ne way has lost 
l$ pertinence provides an answer to in 
perestrovka has been inotiated “from 
whose interests it Conforms, why :l 1s happening pre 
CISaIY NOW and whal are rts roots and prospecis. 


evoke 


>StaDirsnhed 
“types of SOciai revolulions 


Classes can 


> Guestion of why 


anove na try 


Let us Degan with a questiom thai scemmengly does nel 
apply to the :ssue: What is the shadow economy and 
what role does 1! play in modern Sovici societs 
this 1S, NOL Only ang nek SO. much the 
productiom and specuialiom as il is the aggregate 

ntormal socioeconemrc relations wilh the confines ot 
ur famehar legal production, disitibwlion, service 
sphere and so torth. [hese refalaoms are 
meonetary-materai f] particular, im the redss- 
tribwuuon of real 
sphere of the formation and Quasi-hereditary transite: 


(Caniy, 


inderground 


materrainzed 1 
ws and 
srr Oass ine 


iIGGiliOn enc 


ry » > 5 »? rT 
CUMe, Ut | 


Wally importan 


sociai Stalus. ie Lier 
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former, a8 1m Our nabonm the avanlabalily Of money im no 
way means a real and equal Oppuortunnty tor all to sabrsty 
various needs 


We are inclined to give the shadow economy a broad- 
ned interpretation, considering, im it also the informal 
secondary redustrbuteon of income and seciah privi- 

i¢ges im the so-called nonmateria) sphere (education, 

pubic health culture amd scrence) With such an 
spanced understanding, all members of society to 
greater 


shadow econommc relations. Who of us has not grven a 


lp tO a plumber, has not partecipated im collecting 
money for a good gptt for a teacher, has not “secured” 
/kets for the tram or asrplane or has no’ Drought a box 


w candy or cognac tor a physician? 

Even from the given sumple examples, it cam be seen that 
conommc relations dO not always necessarily 
mean seca) inpustece. By ther nature, they are of a 
ompensabory sort. aad complement the relatrons estab- 
shed by the admonnastratrve systenmm where the relahrons 
lO not provide tor the satrstying of vamous social and 


. ; 
yA od 


ndrvidual needs. The shadow economy exssts as a sort of 


Ounterwerght (oO the stake-admonsstrative system and has 
developed as a consequence of the obvious and nonob- 
ious restrictrons placed by the state om economuc and 
ther actevities. In a classi model of am economy of free 


Ompetiinon, there would be no place tor the shadow 
fal is 
[hus, the presence of a system of state adsmmonsstratrve 


eguldtron over ecOnommd activity 18 a necessary conds- 
tron for the rise of a shadow economy. However, (his 
ondrinon alone 1s not sufficrent. Favorable grounds for 
the development of shadow relateons are created solely 


~% a System capable of intervennng im a substantial 
manner the processes of production, dusstributron, 
xchange and consumption and onby im the instance 
vben the imterventrom rums counter to the objyectrve 
patterns of economme development. For example, an 


“t+? 
; 


1a) reductton im the pmees for consumer goods 
e rise Of Speculative trade im thenm and this 1s 
1 SHuatoon well tammliar to Soviet crtmens, which causes 
in many but 1s not dangerous in and of itself. It 
| matter of “Tassing prices” 


th 


Nevertheless, any person who endeavors to reach the 
conomme processes teels that there is some 
langer here. If the functrons of the shadow economy 
ould be reduced to a rather harmiess equalizmg. of 
suppiv and demand on the consumer market. im the 
artecle there would be nothnng worth talking about 
inall, We must be convinced that 1ts functrons im reality 
ire much broader, that the shadow relations penetrate all 


rear t 


myven rit 


ur ecconome system and engender lastang social) struc- 
tures with? Our secrety and that they comprise the basic 
specitec feature of that stage where we currently are. 


\s of now we have established that the shadow economy 
and of itself has a complementary nature and 1s a sort 
t reverse image of the vissble “above-water™” part of the 


w lesser degree are involved im the range of 


* 


economme system deseribed im the textbooks. Having 
deived deeper, we duscover that the shadow economy 1p 
and of itself” does not exsist: it fuactions im am insepa- 
rable unsty with (he economy being studied by students 
and carnes oul such am important role that (he knowl 
edge gamed im the instetute largely remains unused in 
reah economuc life, For thas reason, it would be more 
correct tO speak not about a shadow economy but rather 
shadow relations in the natronal econonry 


What textbook describes the categories of supply for (he 
crises and the drvidang, of consumer stocks, about the 
methods of delivering raw products and preassembied 
artecles, the “shaking, Out” of caprta) investments or 
lumats for housimg construction and other such thongs’ 
Certamnly they comprise the basic clash im our economin 
lute. 


\ clear example of the merging of Shadow relations with 
the admonsstratrve-economuc system is the mafia (orga- 
nazed crume). But there are also many Other manpiesia- 
trons of thas merger whach are less crimmnal in theer 
massiveness. Without trying (oO generalize and system- 
ateze al) such mansfiestations, we would point merely to 
the fact that they are based upon the deformation of the 
functrons and content of managerial labor the essence of 
thes 18 1m replacing the seciah critera for the efficiency of 
economuc activity by other criteria meeting the interests 
of indrviduah groups. 


From thrs standpoint. the shadow relations, regardless of 
ther hrstoricah causality, represent something very dan- 
gerous and harmful for the health of the econome 
system as a whole. Im order to assess the scale of therr 
harmfuiness, one has merely to recall the BAM | Baykai- 
Amur Mammiine}., the diverting of the Syberian rivers, the 
spread of contamerized vegetable storage tactiities and 
the enormous number of other plans which were not 
adopted with a conscientious approach to therr analysis 
and expert evajuatron. 


But the harm of the shadow relations 1s far trom 
exhausted by the irratronality of econommc decisions and 
by darect econommc harm. In engendering the permanent 
sociah differentiation of the members of society. the 
symobrosis of the shadow economy with the admmnurstra- 
trve-economuc systemm' assumes a self-replicating char- 
acter. It encompasses constantly new spheres of actrvity. 
infectmg the healthy trssue of the economy and muiltr- 
piving the production of poor quality. resource-intensive 
products. Ultemately, thas leads to the rottmg of the 
economuc Organssm as we are currently witnessing. 


The history of the rise and the mechanism of the 
reproduction of this ““symmbrosis” 1s a vast area tor 
fruatful screntefte search. Without gong into this partie- 
ularly deeply. we would like to draw attention to certann 
externa) but very characteristic trants of the designated 
mechanssmy |) the retentrveness of the sectora) and 
departmenta) priorities ( not therr presence but primanrtly 
the permanency, the imvamabristy). 2) the short-term 
orrentatron im taking manageria/ decisions, the focusing 
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yom Me ructah Sectors tO the detriment of the 
condary Lampiec, (he development of the pro- 
ne Cia) infrastructure, (he protecting of the 
rent, 5} the cacesspve tenspon im he plan quotas 
er Chrome lack of resources im the production 
ue permanent necessehy of “Chimonabing Dottic- 
eUKS }) (he crossonm of the normative Dase and the 
nee of effective supervision Over its use, 5) the 
rowing id@ the development of the consumer spnere 
Ousinga constructhon, the domestic economy 
rvicesh ©) the subdstantna) datferences im the real 
isiig power of the ruble tor indmvidual groups of 
ersons and individual territories wath the very lumoted 
OO 1 fr moving place of residence; 7) the 
CCESS the grates and pand-tor goods from the 
onsumptrn tunds tor the inhabrants of dat- 


rs, the emmplovees of datferent sectors and 


idual conmtengents vorkers, S} the developed 
teclnonnsm the providing of jobs which 
elt ondrtions for the apphcahon of labor 


Jing both the characterrstacs of the labor itself as 
tf recerved goods} and higher secial 


hese not the tanlungs of socralusmn per se’ Whatis the 
rm omentatoon here? the reader would ask, What 

a kage be between the sectoral) prorrtres, the 
mative base and the impossibrlity of sumpiy finding.a 
We would be forced to leave the currous reader 
ith such Questeons as thrs 18 the subreci of a 
‘parate and im no way bmet descussion We would 
the listed phenomena have 
‘om all the secialyst Countries or 1m any 
ney did not assume such a mass nature. Why this 
ippened wall soom become clear. For now let us move 


wt the secrah stratrfrcatron of society 


MarxismmLenonesnmn gute correcthy 
nankind moves gradually toward the 
lestructoon of classes and wath complete valudaty linked 

ibrlity of the obhiteratron of class dafferences to 

creased productive forces of socrety. The hrstory of 
odern Europe has persuasively shown this. However. 
following generation wall 

a completely classless society 
do thrs Decause the withermg away 
ClasSes Presupposes a complete merging of mental and 
al labor and even the most developed industrial 
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would pommt Oub [hab classes are a cakegory of abstract 
screntitic analyses. The grven category cam be correctly 
employed only im a theoretical contest which we im the 
future wall endeavor to adhere to 


Thus, what sort of classes do we have! A proletariat’ A 
peasantry!’ An inteliigentsia! Of. possibly. a technoc- 
racy’ A bureaucrats apparatus’ The mmlitary! [t cam be 
Sard. wath certammty that none of the classes known to the 
founders of Marxism-Lenanssnn exists in modern Soviet 
society. The proletanmat is a class which sells its man: 
power im exchange for a wage (o (he owners of the means 
of production, [mo Our country, a labor market 1s lacking 
as well as private Ownership of the means of production 
\ peasant 1s am independent commodity producer wht 
sells the results of has labor on the market. In the USSR 
there are virtually no individual peasant tarms of the 
market type whole the kolkhozes do not have the right 

tully determmne how much of what they wall produce or 
to whonm it wall! be seid ab what price. A large portion of 
them operates ab a loss and depends upon subsidies 
credits and, consequently. does not have any indepen- 
dence at abl 


Without retreating trom the posed guestron, let us turn 
aga to Lenan’s detrmation, It clearly pommts Out that the 
root of class differences must be sought im production 
relations. Im berg guided by this detinntron, it can be 
said with certanmty that the mass spread shadow 
relatrons 1m al) Spheres of social) actrvity creates a parti- 
ular type of productron relatrons whereby a large group 
of persons, without possessing private Ownership of the 
means of productron, dusposes of therm with an addi 
tronah (that 1s, not correspondimg to the actual labor 
contribution) benefit for themselves and thereby assim- 
\lates the labor of the remaimnng members of society 


“Large groups of people which differ im terms of therr 
place im a historically detimed system of social) produc- 
trom are called classes....” I$ 1t possrbte to consider the 
Soviet model of secralusm as a “historically determined 
systenm”? It 1s quate true that all) stages im the develop- 
ment of socialism im the USSR. inciuding the present 
one, were objectrvely caused. But they are not obhgatory 
tor the natrons which set out om the path of socialism 
from a higher starteng level. Im lettmg the historians 
frgure out the grvem problem. we im any event wal 
observe cautron and below wail speak not about classes 
but rather trends of seciah stratrfrcatron. The persons 
who obtam, additronah goods as a result of the tunc- 
tronmng of the “syorbrosis” may condrtronally be called 
the “upper stratum { possrbiy im the future a Detter term 
will appear) 


\ seciah Stratum 18s am element in the secra) structure of 
society warcn, 1mconbrast tO a class Structure, can De seen 
mn a concrete emprrrcal level. The “upper stratum 

bDemg rather super or infraseciai, aise has 
distinguishable features. For example. it is possible 
repiyv wath confidence im the negatrve to the question 
whether a hospriah nurse Delongs [to 
she recerves fromthe parents of a pahrenta erahuity 


Ommprelety 





IPRS-L Ss-91-006 
une 199) 


; if \ ‘ tii | 1) aif ney ii \ he t caren : 
{ _ » aly ’ . " [ ti vl! r\ sl VK een sil nm | Stall ’ al 
P » ’ " ’ : ’ 
! \ \ ‘ ’ ! ily 1 rif pable biCl iCcident iii 4 ' { ( 
bree ‘ ee _ j < ne : ‘ 
| { ’ U4 ( { Ji Jl ul Vnad CS 
’ Ners i’ 4. PCOUIG CAaSNV De DY ahterns at a Cak 
} ‘ ) t ( } \ CT¢ it \ tie 
\ ! ai i | Neel Ns vl ul 
_ Before sel «My ‘ : . ; 
’ ; ; t jue avrie clones t 
MAL Ue HOWL ja ‘ 
Sig iM mn Cla 
i’ i ‘ j 2 ONS nit | ’ | ‘ LISA ne i al 
al a y t AEC ali PCCIV GE 1a) nal rT J COMIUNTYN \ i 
po ( pripdu } ) ( CUCSNd ‘ mnbhior (he Nprodgduclrve ( 
’ i Lt t has Das twe SPECS A ve Caled fidiby ‘ 
i ( t OS { Nn cay clude aS prety SECO t t 
OSS ' Yen reterenbna on AK. CCOONOT Ory a 
ES pa cl 1} Sdics "Ips und § hOortn) PVRLOR TAG PrOoGgucl \ ‘ f 
i tl > LMe Mel une tl ’ rTasons (Wwhrd \ ( ; t ( 
ure ‘ cri is me n HITIOSI anaivnzgvd t 
d Del ’ ermaner i oat ras OF 
i Lr 4 ’ VStem and + ZENESts | 
I ore adva IZCOUS OS and we Nave CONCIUGCE a y Tia 
é) t j "7 . } ; hes i ~ f ani ‘ *¥Ul ryr7ytc'l i i 
Ke t ( CCSS ime rye nN; 
} ’ { t ° it | \ 4 r? . 
' = } he OT igtt td 
i t [ tl ? ’ ( f iC. 
‘ Huntest T wait al ‘ 1 
! Ist ’ a | { a J wn 
t Cie! if ‘ . 
, » 7 OSES eCme ipf ry 
dl A) MmecOUNISA ( ! 
‘ j reous ’ tid aS he 
, ‘ f r J t ( . } 
t us ’ [ Sc } \ (ld 
" . Lemands on te Juhl vy t 
| ( f L { j au 


j int OUTS > Ab iemren ’ pendent ipon it 
; . j WIS ' me Onc i 
' t ( . (] ) t TE 
ong Lon f [ i 
enes (Ne eshannshrnge of a nece ‘ 
i t ( t aes [ nt ; pel ’structu rT rey ! rt i uj . 
{ SSEVA a7 yrecah ONce aga) ason even iat \ 
e agents ludOM lairons Oronn di at , 
(’ ¢ TS WS j ‘ [ ime na Ww KCl yu 
>" ( ahi me | ] | al ( i! t red , ! vel . i 
bes ; ns — all pT ( ’ aie | tMe Cit cu ’ 
Oa ) Yer Served ri j ~CT ARV (ne form nay USUITH ’ 
, wrotect s) ne 
poups of the popula 
t ’ { mel iS ne S ting nanavzerwd ers r 
Ora us t ers «| s ( .] X imees m { | if ‘ { 
’ one .' Ueprada! ’ t IPNe I \ 
i , ISS me Men ew 
t t ry ‘ a | y4 cCasSwW 
, T ry . 7 . e ' ac] " hes vu rope ‘ 
; - , , ; . ‘ vias VSi/en f ct i ( ( 
| i Ty cs iy rai -ason t ‘ 
Puinst CARI bit 
ne CONnOTT! ( ’ y 
( s i’ rf ISS oT Apt vl anne t h) \ 
F j . te] a] } t mt yt te dues a } 
eth panian nahrons (the U!SS4 
! ! oI gcrn aa | t { Nis Cid y/ £1 ‘ 
na t ° an Non uil (uit { } 
; ¥ ad ‘ i | SSH yt te cit prvi } | BI ! 
. IS« ; ( ‘ f { v ! (ladiiSi Ppa 








The economuc development of our country. in. 6 ‘ditwon 
to the listed Common, prerequisnes, Stands Out in tea- 
tures which exacerbate these negabrve manolestabions. 
Among these a particular piace 1s heid by the cultura) and 
hastoncal tradstuons and we wail) not focus on these but 
rather concentrate all abtention on the economuc aspects. 


Im: the first place, the industmalzaton and depeasantr 
Zation, Of the countryside wath am onentation ab lange- 
scale industmah (including mulitary) production, having 
legptomuzed the inequaity between city and countryswe, 
between producer and consumer, gave rise to a chronn, 
economically unjustified and ever-increasing lag im the 


consumer sphere. AS a result. am extensive field of 


activity appeared for the supplementing shadow 
economy. 


Secondly. the bringing together of the industnally devel- 
oped and backward termtones into a single economrc 
Organism? gave rise to the massive flows of the redsstrr- 


eDutron of resources and these became a subyect of 


shadow business. 


Thardly. the size of Our ecOnomuc system, its Complexity 
and heterogenerty greatly impede supervision over the 
activites Of the centralized managerial apparatus. In ihis 
manner, prerequisies are created tor mannpulatimg the 
standards and tor all sorts of abuses and shadow mach- 
inabrons. 


Finally. the tendency toward leveling in wages and the 
absence of etfectrve interest om the part of the economic 
leaders and workers make any supervision out of place 
and inetfectrve. 


Now 1015 understandable why the shadow relatoons have 
gamed such strong development precisely in the USSR 
and China, where the conditrons for the rrse of socialism 
were simular. Just what was thes development’ How and 
when did this transitinon of Quantity into quality occur. 
and when did the shadow relatrons get turned from a 
forergn body into am inseparable part of the economnrc 
organism’ These questzons awart an answer. Im setting 
thenm side, we still) should say something about the 
history of the ensuing “syorbrosis.” 


The period of 1ts genesis as of now has a rather hazy lume 
framework in our understanding. Clearly. this 1s wathin 
the limats of the mrd-1950s and the beginning of the 
| 960s. Im linking up wath the legal economy. the shadow 
relations, like an eprdemnc, spread ata high speed. By the 
beginnang of the | 980s, the “svmmbrosis” had reached its 
apex of development and simultaneously approached a 
critucah mass. The mechanssnn of its reproduction was 
made the mechanssnn for the reproduction of the eco- 
nomic system as a whole. 


But just what does ali this mean’—the tategued reader 
would ask next. It means a great deal, we would reply. 
appealing to hrs patrence. 


The entry of “symbrosis” into an age of maturity means 
the mahgnant degeneration of the entre economic 
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organisan Let us Mention just One essential feabure of the 
designated degenerateon which has assumed a [otal 
nabune and tor this reason 1s notuceable, as they say. to 
the “naked eye.” 


Chis feature 1s the persistent imbalance ip the group and 
soctah interests in the systenm of managerial motivations. 
When group interests contradict One another and ab the 
Same tome the end goals of seciah development. this is 
not s® termble. On the contrary, in. colliding and in 
reciprocally destroying One another, they form an equi- 
librunm corresponding to the interests of society as a 
whole and thus assist progress. The mistortune comes if 
thes does not happen, if the sum of group, interests 
outweighs the seciah and forces the economy along a 
Stalemate trajectory. 


Precisely this sttuabron, was predominant in the 1970s. 
\) attempts to turm the economy toward man, to 
increase the share of the group B sectors and to increase 
the actual priority of consumption were doomed ahead 
of tume to collapse because these extremely important 
measures for seciety as a whole did not tit into the 
mechanssan of the reproduction of “syarbrosis” which 
opposed it. The pathologie symptom of group rule as a 
whole encompassed the production management sphere. 
The notorious departmental approach was oniy a partic- 
ular instance. The mam (unpversal) essence of the 
symptonr was that the leading function of management 
was nob the improving of production but rather the 
semmshadow activities [0 ensure better condstrons for the 
application of labor tor indaviduals, collecteves of bri- 
gades. shops. sectors and. s@ forth, 


In other words, the efforts of all levels of management 
workers were aymed predommmantiy at “forcing out” 
plans, resources, assets, standards, thatis, ab establishing 
the external condmuons and not a ratronah organization 
of the production process itself. Such a method of 
“achreving production successes” dumng the penod of 
maturrty of “syorbrosis” was significantly easier and in 
many instances the oniy avaiable. As a result, the 
transminon: of the economy to a path of intensification 
became unfeasible as the mechanism of its reproduction 
assumed. here a struggle to acquire resources and not 
therr economic utelizatron, 


Thus, om the one hand, the structural) paraivsis and the 
impossedrlity of a consumer reonentation in the national 
economy weakened the effectrveness of the human factor 
about which so much has been werrtten while, on the 
other hand, the impossrbiity of intensHicaton and the 
depietron of accessible reserves for growth put a limit on 
the expansion and qualitative improvement of produc- 
tron, Im the litera) sense there was a “plugging up” of the 
productrve forces. The “syorbrosis” had depieted the 
sources Of its previous exsstence. Perestrovka became 
inevitable. 


At present. when the hopes for rapid success im the 
economyc retorms bemg carnmed Out have not come to be 
and the nateon has ended up on the brink of an economre 
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crisis, Many ane inclined to see the mam, reason: tor the 
setbacks im the nmustakes and myscaiculawons of our 
leadership (not counting, Of Course, the resistance from 
the covert and obvious enemyes Of perestroyka) Srnce 
thes wadespread contusion pushes the public into the 
talse and tute path of searching tor those to blame, we 
are forced lo stake that in its spontaneous development. 
perestrovka has assumed the direction stemming trom 
its Obyectove prerequismtes. The basic dinectron (and. this 
is now already clearly distinguishable) corresponds to ihe 
patterns of class struggle. 


The objectove prerequisne was the crisis of “symbiosis.” 
The extensive nabure of 1ts reproduction made 1t possible 
tO extend its actevities Only im breadth, Because of the 
natural limetations to such a spread, the economyc basis 
tor the floursshing of the “upper stratum)’ was ultimately 
undermmed. Contradictrons became exacerbated and 
the balance of forces changed wathm, the “upper stra- 
tum (the perestroyka process disclosed its heterogene- 
ity). Im resolving these contradictrons and symuita- 
neously sacrificing certam of 1ts members, 1t had to take 
active Steps for 1ts Own self-preservation and as a resull 
of this a new balance of forces gamed a jegrtumate status. 
\nd so a secioclass scenamo of perestroyka created not 
by us but by history 


lt is the task of histomans to fill) out this schematic 
scenano wath living persons and colors while our imme- 
djate aym is tO concretize it om the economic and 
sociological level. 


The heterogeneity of the “upper stratum” 1s a direct 
consequence of the heterogenerty of “symbrosis” itself as 
(his Drought together two opposing economic principles: 
the shadow-market and the pianned-administratuve. In a 
centralized economic management system, these pronci- 
pies are unequal im legah terms as the shadow-market 
exists in a Semmlegah status. For this reason, the “upper 
Stratumy naturally 1s divided into two substrata. The 
planned admunrstratrve elements prevail in the organs 
zational and economic functions of one substratum and 
ils representatives recerve a portion of the additional 
goods in the form of high seciah status. The other 
substratum assumes the carrying Out of shadow market 
functions and acquires additional goods through illegal 
channels. gradually exposmng itself to the risk. of 
unmasking. 


\t the moment of the mse of “symbrosis.” the planned 
admunistratyve principle was predommnant. Then, in 
keeping with development as the critecah mass was 
approached and as economic difficulties and. deficits 
the shadow market principle intensely 
ncreased its proportional amount. As a result, the 
inequal secialh status of the representatrves of the 
shadow market substrabunm was ina flagrant discrepancy 
to ther real economre role. 


bualt Up, 


The cress of the svstemm which sumultaneously became a 
‘crests of the upper levels” turned the establishing of the 





legah equality between the lwo subsivala inte am cco- 
nome necessily. Ciniy the legalizing of the shadow 
market channels of uppropralon could casune a relauve 
broadenimg of the flows of the redistrrbuluon, of goods in 
favor of the “upper stratum, And only such an expan: 
sion; Could extend the exsstence of the “upper stratum 
under the conditions of ccononme slagnalwon, 


This also happened inp the counse of the economic 
retorms carried oul “trom above (regandless of the wall 
and the subjecteve intentions of those tavormng, thew 
reahzation) There was no economyuc revival Evenonthe 
contrary. there was a decline and diserganimawon, of 
production, The explanation was «a sunpie one. Im the 
process of the funcluonnng of “syonbiuses,” the objective 
criterta for assessing economyc activity and the content 
of economic ties had become warped. to such) a degree 
thab the results of the labor etforts of cach economic 
principal (fromm the individual employee to the collee- 
tives, sectors and so forth) and their social recognation in 
the form of consumer goods provided in exchange for 
labor depended not so much upon the ratonal dinectuon 
(fromthe viewpoint of society as a whole) of these ettorts 
as upon the advantage of the external (in relatwon: to the 
principal) conditions for the application of labor.’ 


It 18 precisely because of these conditvons that the 
principals enter into so-called economrc relawons which 
ane, as a rule, of a semmshadow nature. The broadenimeg of 
economic actyvity wathen the lumets of “svorbroses.” wath 
the inptual Shortage of resources and a signoficant differ- 
entualnon in the technical production: level, leads to a 
SHuawon where the external conditwons for the apphica- 
tron of labor become the domunant tactor for the 
increased prosperrty of the employees and collectives 


The achieving of favorable external conditions, in bemg 
formally faciiitated by the granting of economic indepen- 
dence, 1S turned into ihe mam core of economic activity 
om all levels while rateonal (from the viewport of 
society) labor efforts are moved into the background.* 
The improved organizatron of production, wathm, the 
competence of cach management level and the seeking 
Out of inner reserves become not pressing, For this 
reason, regardless of the possible posmuve structural 
shifts (the reduction in the loss-producing and: technr- 
cally backward types of production) “the marketizatron: 
of the “symbiosis” has entailed a further detemoratvon of 
the economic sHuatwon, A reduction im the. internal 
production actyveness 15 a natural and inevitable result 
from the policy berg carmed out of broadenmg eco- 
nomic liberties 


How. is it that the market does not destroy the “symbr 
osss” and does not undermine the bases of 1ts exsstence? 
Qn, the one hand climenates the bureaucratic appa- 
ratus of admuinistralyve Management and, on the other. 
legahzes the shadow relatvons forcing thenm to: serve 
Social) Uulniby. the adherents f economre democracy 
angue. They would be compiviely mghtif it were possible 
to fall asleep wath the dommnance of “symbrosis” and 
wake up wath a market. But such economic meracies do 
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inprepancdness of the market retorms being carmed Out 
» the USSR says nothong about the actual desme of thee 
I declared result!’ Hence, the 
transition to the market can last for decades. Whatever 1 
——protracted or Omet—in the process of this transevon: 
5 altered bul does not cease tO exyst 
ind. this has DbDeen unsformiyv pommted Out by the survival 
the previous mechanssan of reproduction the chanac- 
Prise rants of Which have been enumerated ab the start 
tthe article b)an economyc cresis inevitably occurs (its 
ssence has Deen desermbed above) c) the “upper stra- 
vling postuons, in. gradually 
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ses into the sphere of protitable iegah busmess 
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rtamiyv. the “buneaucrae apparatus — 
las Pul Up fierce resestance to the introduction, of the 
(oO Suprender its power and 
rrevileges and hence the “upper stratum finds. the 
market not to its advantage. our stubborn opponents wall 
gam argue. \ signelicant portion of the apparatus 
vorkers 1S Not part of the “upper stratuny’ and. wathout 
OSssessing real power cannot create tangidle obstacles to 
he innovations commmng “trom above.” For 
resistance of the apparatus 1s merely a 
truggle the “planning-admunistralive” «substratum 
agaist the “market” substratum tor its share of the 
Zoods. [habis, a struggle wathin the “upper stratum” As 
i result of this struggie a portion of the sharply increased 
‘gal income of the “marketeers” in one way or another 
Yecomes avaiable to the “admunistrators.” The transi 


ine market conforms fuliv to ine interests of the 


4st a minute 


rarket and Coes not want 


arrying ¢ ul 


Ms reason, [Ae 


; 


upper stratum, smece vcreases the share of secial 
veaith redistributable | ts favor ah the expense of 
‘galizing (incidentaliv. tar fron compiete) the shadow 
clrvities wathyn the context of “Svmbrosis 
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the transnwon, tO the market ane one of the inretutable 
preots of sectal progress. Does democratizawon, both 
pOlitmeal and in the econonmne sphere, alse play into the 
hands of the “upper stratum” 


lt has hand to provide a single answer to this argument 
Democravzawon has actually provided the posssprirty 
lor many persons lo realize thew createve abtiitees and 
reserves of busmess cntrepreneunship for the good of 
society. There ane actually different types of coopera: 
Loves. Some of them (a significant minority) can ryahbiy 
be considered exampies of the etfectove socialist organr 
vawwon of production, © onditwons have been established 
abindsvidual enterprises (including Ccooperaluve ones} lor 
operating ab full toree and tor obtamimg the corre- 
sponding remuneration tor labor, However. many con: 
Lingents of empivyees have merely gamed an opportu: 
nity to “ecarm well” wathout excessevely extending theu 
labor etforts. Other contingents, on the contrary. have 
been deprived of such an opportunity. What conclusion 
must be drawn trom this’ 


First let us put down the tacts. The democratzaton of 
economic life has opened upa way to self-realizatvon tor 
many persons who are not among the “upper stratum, 
but om the part of the latter democratuzation was a 
measure torced to provide sectal support tor the ineve 
table perestrovka. The role of the labor collectoves which 
in the counse of the changes ended up under relatively 
favorable conditions is analogous to the role of the labor 
arstocracy in the balance of political forces in a bour- 
geors Seciety. The “fattening up of individual worker 
contingents (yncluding the intelligentsma) is a traditional 
method for mamtammg politecal stability im a. class 
society wathout touching on its mam contradictions. Se 
democratuzaon tor the “upper stratunr was not the end 
but rather the means for achreving the end, 


In additvon, democracy 1s just the applicatvon of an equal 
ryght to all, thabh is. equality in) relatwom to the law 
Feonomre democracy wath a very pooriv claborated 
administratuve-economnic legiskivon devolves into eco- 
nomre arbrirarmess and the diserganimation of produc- 
tron, Both are closely tied to the use of economic hibertres 
by the representatuves of the “upper stratum in theu 
wn interests. This is one aspect of the question, 


(In the other hand, no one has shown thal Cemocracy 
and economyc piunalisnan are possible seiely under the 
ond:tions of a market and all the more that a transvon 
to the market 1s a guarantee for postive sats in secial 
ife (the increased creme, the abselute decline in the 
Standard of living of individual groups of the popuiatron 
ind the armed ethnic conflicts bespeak the reverse) 


Let the reader draw his own conclusions. He wall preb- 
iblv have other questions as well. Some of the questions 
sed still remam unanswered. The author makes no 
lam to ans timalityv of judgment. Nevertheless. the 
inalvses made makes it possible to draw posirve conciu- 


stons On a practical and seientitic ievet 
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\ majority of those who dispule the exsstng system of 
social relaons and the existing orders term them bar- 
racks, feudal secialisan, A predominant majorety of the 
authors nevertheless recognizes that the terrble society 
with bloody despotic orders, millions of \icums in 
peacetume yearns and an unprecedented level of 
exploiing the workers and. peasants was all the same a 
socialist society, albert a detormed one wath deviations 
from a certain standard, Also wadespread are the jude- 
ments that this order, this system is the direct resull ot 
appiving the teachings of Marx—Lenin and a conse- 
quence of the violent embodiment of a theoretical ulopia 
as @ counter to the normal course of lite. Qur approach 1s 
somewhat different in that we wall endeavor to provide 
an objective analyses of the estabhshed particular. inde- 
pendent method of production, 


In the USSR and then in a whole senes of other nawons 
on different continents, a new social systenn was formed 
which was newher caprialist nor socialist. This was a 
System wath particular, persistently reproducing features 
which marked the estabhshing of a new. independent 
soecioeconorie tormation, |t was based upon the destruc- 
twon of prevate capitalist property (as a rule. along wath 
iS representateves) and the direct (violent, extraeco- 
nomic} nawonalzavon by the state of the decisrve mass 
ot the means of production. This system could be termed 
elatocrauc 


Etatocracy (literally. the power of the state. from the 
French and Cireek) is not a cham ot detormatuons and 
deviations Dut rather an independent stage and at the 
same tome a parallel branch in the histormeal develop: 
ment of modern seciety wath its own particular laws 
Etatocracy is wadespread in the modern world. In the 
nawons ot Central and Eastern Europe. the new system 
tmumphed after the violent shattering of the Peopie's 
Democracies at the end of the | 940s. At the same time. 
etatocracy independently grew in the secievies which had 
not Known mature bourgeots relavions and had toliowed 
a different historecal path than did Europe. that ts. 
(hina, Korea, Cuba and Vietnam and this contirms the 
nonaccidental nature of its rese. Etatocracy formed the 
basis of Secloeconomic s¥stems clearly in virtually all the 
nawons of a noncapriahst omentawon and these were 
nawons wath such a dissemiar level ot development, 
management mechanisnr and seciopolitical system that 
it was tar trom easy to articulate the unnversal and 
specific clements of its relatwons. The etatocratie seci- 
eures also differed in terms ot the degree of the natonal- 
izing otf property. the level of the concentration. of 
economic power, the degree of openness in relation to 
the external market and the role of partes and |caders 
and the scale of influence of the repressive bodies. But in 
these secretes. both domestic and foreign observers 


noted the same pathologic phenomenon, the bureaucra- 
tizaton, the excessive power of the administrative appa- 
ratus and the strengthening of the state wath the virtualls 
compiete absence of a civil Society. Here itis a question 
tf a parucular type of bureaucracy which does not have 
Sumiar forms in bourgeors Countmes and which concen- 
trates in its hands Doth political and economic power 
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Thus. the tinst thing we might doubt is the obhgatory 
identiticavon of seciety wath the predominance of state 
»wnership wath secialisan, The search toc historical anal- 
gies rather persuasively shows the presence in the past 
ft secretes OF a NONSECLalISt type based preeisely on stale 
ownership, [1s a question of the method of production 
which K. Marx called Asmtc. a particular seciweco- 
noone formavion which exosted for millennia over enor 
mous termtones. Modern Soviet authors have concluded 
that the Ancient European and: Ancient Eastern caris 
class. secreues were different types of seciwoeconomn 
Structures which appeared as a resuil of fundamentails 
different evolutionary processes {1}. Historical develop: 
ment has always followed a noolinear path. The path 
from promitivisanin tar tronmall places ied to relations of 
antic sSkavery and then to teudalisan and capitalism, In 
many sacieves. development occurred Compictely differ 
ents 


The very term “Asrmave method of production is not 
accurate smece such secretes existed on all continents 
More precise is the term employed in recent years by 
certain Sewsiet omentalists “the state method of produc- 
tron.” «This system was based upon a hierarchy whieh 
controtied power and the law. Prmvate ownership of the 
means of production and land was virtually absent. 
Predomimant was collecuve ownership of the rural agr- 
cultural commune and the state embodied by the 
Supreme ruler (the khan, tsar and pharaoh). 


The owners of land were semullaneousiv the supreme 
ruler. the local authorities, the commune as a whole and 
individual commune members. The land, in essence. was 
property belonging to no one. It was precisely and only 
power which opened access to the possession of 
resourees and to theu distmbution, Oniy by performing 
administrative functions was it possrdle to become indi 
vidualiv meh. As a whole. in such secieties. power not 
only arose betore the ownership ot land but ownership 
became :selated as a tuncvon of power. Here the content 
ot ownership was determined by the structure of power 
relawons. AS a resuil, a parucular type of relations was 
formed and this we call “power—property [2]. 

In the amsmg secial structure (supreme ruler—tocal 
ieaders—the commune members—the untree popula- 
tion) legal disuncuons stood above economrie ones. This 
was because seciety was divided not into classes bul 
rather into class-like groups detined by the state. As a 
whole. secial status was determimed not by preperty 
distuncvons bul rather by power and prestige. Precisels 
power and prestige formed the highest secial values 
while wealth, knowledge and secial orgin couid serve 
niv as means tor achreving the main geal. 


The chiet preneipal explorer was the state and it stood 
above society as a gigantic. unassailable divine force 
The ruling bureaucratic strata did not separate them- 
Seives from the state. in enjoying its fruits and formed 
something like a ruling class. The armstocracy actualis 
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vas COMpirtely incorporated into the bureaucracy. The 
naintauining of power was the chiel Concern of the rulers 

For maintaining the stadtiity of the exisung structure. 
rw skile reed on a systenb of corporauons (ihe com, 
nune. caste or clan) In. tupn, the state ensured: the 
viermal Security of the nation and detended the popula- 
On ugainst locai tvranny 


The base form ot expioisng relavions was the central- 
ed Contiscation of sunpius product in the form ot the 
SOrcahed ‘nt (aN whateh reauzed sunuilaneousiy the 
funcbon of Ownership of the tand (rent) and the ftuncuon 
i State power (the tan) The main feature of the state 
method of producvon is mantested in the indivisednity 
i these tuncvons.) Chis tax bad a unmersai character tor 
the free population of the natwon, including the officials 
t the state apparatus. The officials involved in power 
ould accumulate ther own wealth, The differentiation 
ind 2ecumulavon of property occurred alse from below, 
[ the gradual camechment of the commune 
‘aders. (e userers and certam of the most successful 
nerehants and arusans. But there was not to be the tull 
levelopment of prevate prepertv. The trend toward 
rmvabzavon came under the stmect superviseon of the 
State which not only protected the treasury against 
selfish parasites” but alse. in every possrble way con- 
mMuted to a reduction in preperty differences Oy the sale 
{ ranks and the contiscating ot large estates 


is a resuil 


(ft course. the given method of production existed in 
lpverse histonmcal forms. But behind the external diver- 
tv one can see the essential traits of 4 secieconomic 
‘¥Stem the homeostatic State of which was shattered (and 
ery pamtullyi by the bourgeois colonial invasion. 


\ 


Let us return to the modern etatocratic s¥stem, Hestory 
nemory. although nothing is precisels 
‘peated. With the estabhskment of the etatocracy. hts- 
torcal development as il were pul Gown a rong of a giant 
pirat on whieh secieves Of the power tvpe were again 
story was again ftollowang its own noniinear 
ath. [he prebourgeots and early boungeors secretes 
vere (transformed (evoitutlbonamy or as a resuil of anti 
apriaust revotulions) into capiaust or etatocraue sy¥s- 
tems. Etatocracy does not follow caprialisnmy without tau 
ind does not stand abowe n the ladder of secial 
roeress. in fact. Us s¥stem Nas not produced produc- 
forces (hal are more deveiped in companrsen wilh 
apialism, las not provided the population wath a 
Nigner ieve: Ol Matenal prosperity. it has not cumimated 
1 hired nature of the labor force and. has not raised 
nan to ruly new spirrtual height. In it there are 
«plorters and exploited, a particular s¥stennot standards 
particular :deas ot secial justice and. partre- 
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iil cononne flaws. We have chosen the Sexeet Union as 

neral model tor it can be consxdered a 
ination whieh in addition tor a iong time was intensels 
ther countmes and peopies as the oniyv path 
i proewress and prospertt 
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How in tact does the latent essence of this society appear 
which tor decades persuaded. others and. itself of its 
purist socialisteness’ Let us tinst iselate the determming 
inauis in the specitic system of econonne retavions. These 
were formed on the bases of a highly economic nauonal- 
i2Zavon, and the violent assumiation by the state of a 
predominant mass ot the means of producuion. 


in its general form, state ownership is seemingly anony- 
mous. [he state realizes this ownership in ceding it tots 
departments (mimuistmes. state commiitees) And. state 
property as such 1s gradually lupmed into the property of 
ihe departments which possess a lion's share of the state 
resources. [here anses a departmental monopoly whieh 
Khows no limit or even the shghtest element of compe- 
tition, Aad wate capiialism comparatively rapidly went 
heyond the monopoly of giant corporations, ctatocracy 
has retormed the entire economnie system on a principie 
of the monopoly ot sectormal departments. Theoretically 
(his was jusufied by the ravonalism of producuon orga- 
nivawon and by the advisabiity of concentratung 
resources. For this reasen it can be considered that the 
Stale monopolsuc method of production is the ecco- 
nome bases of an etatocratic seciety 


Bebind departmental property. in turn, are concealed the 
narrow group interests ot the bureaucratic apparatus and 
the atfihiated privileged strata which have the opportu- 
nity ot employing the state in. then own corporative 
goals. Here an important role is played. by interests of 
personal appropriation. But they all are subordinate, as a 
rule. to the crucial group) interest of preserving and 
Strengthenme thew ruling positron, Ownership of the 
means of production here in a tormal legalistic sense 
belongs supposedly to all the workers. But they are not 
the owners and do not consider themselves as such. The 
omimng ot man woth the means of production ahenated 
trom him has assumed the form of state hiring and this 
isin no way better and in certain regards worse than the 
aprialist one. Under capitalism the state in a certam 
form operates as an intermediary and a limiter of the 
ianms bv both partes. In our case. the state both hires, 
mediates and limits but, as a rule. only one party. the 
hired worker. It is no accident that in our national 
neome |.5-fold fewer funds is provided for wages than 
n the United States while the wage levels differ by 
approxmmately |U-told. And if one understands by 
exploitation of the workers the rateo of the shares ot 
product taken from the worker and lett to him in the 
form ot wages and the measures of secial protecvion, 
then exploration in the USSR. even according to the 
ticral data, is much higher. This is of an indirect nature 
and is linked to the centralized redistmbution of the 
neome of the enterprises and the population between 
ihe seciat groups. The insivuments of this eyploitation 
are. reduced wages governed by the noneconomic cri- 
terra of the importance of the sector and the enterprise: 
a rgid nonmarket system of price formation; tax bene- 
fits. the rates tor forming the enterprise funds (including 
wages and for secial needs) and. se forth. This is an 
niegrated developed system of economic and pobtical 
evers for assumiating the unpaid labor ot others 
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Ee ¥en ownership of One § OWA Manpower Nas ceased to 
Nave a personal nature. [his has been transtormed into 
state property. Is il possidle to speak about the persenal 
alure of This property walh the existence of 4 passport 
yStem and residence rules, (he accounting of Continuous 
ador employment, the rid control ot leaving tor werk 
ind residence outside the USSR and, finaliv. the direct 
speciic plant or Kkelikhoz’ The 
ate regulates the basre flows ot worker movement (the 
labor “human factor’ are probably the 
lesignauons of the role ot man in the 
latocrat sem ot producvon) The tramimng and 
‘iramning of the labor force 1s als@ at state expense and 
iocording to the unified state model. We must alse not 
Orgel thal lor najornty stale hining remains (he pre- 
lommMant Of i the means of producuon. 
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he problem inat Mai SlaLe Ownership arose on tine 
as f poutu OWer ANd was Cetermined Dy ifs 
tructure. The maim feature ot the eccenonne system 
imrrounding us is lat lirect ntinuauon ol 
WUTICalL DOWS Chutiics and ideology here are indispul- 
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iperstructur a hanged places. Moreover. they 
ar n emingly has lost its sense. The place ot 
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\ partrcular teature of the economy of etatucracy as a 
s¥Sten? is 4a fundamental absence of independent cco- 
noone laws. The general trend of prouducvion is predete! 

mined by the waliful acvons ot the haves. (it course 
Scononne limits do nol disappear Dul they are rather 
mobne. For economnie etficiency here is not the goal and 
cnteron tor assessing the resuils of econonne (including 
management) acuwuy. The approach to the economy of 
an elatoceauc system using measures Of CoCOnONe rauo- 
nalismr (etficient—inetficient, protitable—loss) is 
doomed ahead of time to tatiure. [he busimess principals 
do not endeavor to increase the economne etficrency ol 
thean acuwmues (all the more tor all sacretvi The main 
goal ot the etatocracy is the reproduction and expansion 
ot its own power and this is not directly dependent upon 
the scale and methods of consuming the resources. TArs 
does not mean that compiete arbtirarmness and anarehs 
prevai, for arbtirary acuons have ther own laws. And 
voluntansm in the economy in being taken to the 
extreme 1s capable of ending up tand.is already cnding 
ippagainst its creators. As tor the econonmne sphere iisell, 
under these conditions it 1s formed into a sulficrenti 
dered System ot relauons which follows its own joe 


The essence of the sacroeconomic system can be com- 
prehended 1! the basic law of 11s tuncuonme and dey 
pment is tound. For many years any honest researches 
ould not tad to notice the stoking contradicuon 
between the proclanmed basic law (a rise in material 
prosperty and tree harmonious development of all 
members of secretv) and the realities of lite) © leari 
production was subordinate to a completely cilferent 
goal. And. it) seemed that the basic cconomie law ot 
latocracy consrsted in the constant sel! 
Strengthening and muitipiving) of state property. Plan- 
ning and administration were subordinate to the growth 
it State Ownership as this conformed most to the inte 
ests otf the etatocracy and. the entire structure of the 
nauonal economy was essentially focused on 
‘Mlire race for indicators was mere) neans for reimn- 
forcing and Strengthening political power. for increasing 
is internal and international authori: 


row 
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The state was able to maimtain a retatively tavorable 
‘conomne dynamics by squandering enormous resaurces 
Inttialiv. the chiet labor resaurces were consumed. | hen 
the compuisery system wethin and outside the barbed 
wire began to tad and the 
natural resources became the marin source. When the 
imit ot the “gait” raw maternal came into view and the 
distinguishable appearance of ecologiwal Cisaster arose 
the “normal” state of stagnation began to sip onto 


rapacious squandenne { 


But the final tadure of the etatocratic system was dis 

losed under the conditions of the transition to 4 modern 
nformation economy and high technology IMpPos- 
sole to achieve a lasting success wih the aid ot sem 
ndentured labor where flecble and dynanne torms ot 
rganizing production are needed. The mam movvating 
force of the omputer revoluuion’” is the rISts 
‘Neimneers. entrepreneurs. managers. that is. the techno- 
rauic ehte 
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Bul Can persens wilh universuy education diplomas do 
much in a country where they are depressed by they 
work and domestic irreguilanty. where they are equated 
in Wages wath medium: and. low-skuled workers, and 
where they are constantly shown the place (and. this 
place 1s tar from the most respected)” When the measure 
it proiessonalism is considered to be the art ot tultilling 
the orders from the leadership, what can one demand 
trom a predonmunant majority ot the specialists’ While 
on the eve otf Worid War il in industry the salaries of 
engineers were more than twice those of the workers. 
now engineers wahoult managenal tuncvons carn much 
ess than the workers 


the actual coalition of upper managers wah the broad 
masses of workers in unskuled labor and protected by 
barmers ot departmental protecvonism has gradually 
turned us into a seciety of Senniprotessionals and quarter 
protessonals. in tearmng the toss ot thea socal support, 
the conservauive elements ot the ruling elite have pre- 
vented a strengthenime of the positions ot the techno- 
crauc groups and have inhibited technologieal progress. 
Charactemsuc 1s a resistance to increasing the share ot 
workers cngaged in mental labor in large cities and 
resistance to attempts at the denndusinahzation of the 
cures whieh are centers of navional cullure and human 
capiial. The peobey ts being continued. of supporting 
gywantic enterprises which are the tocus of unskilled 
manpower. on the other hand. the smali firms and 
cooperatives producing an intellectual product are evpe- 
nenemng enormous difficulties. AM ot this is a conse- 
guence of the struggle of the ctatocratic system tor 
Seit-preservalion. 


Thus, in the USSR wath the ehminatuion ot private 
property and relavionships 
emerged in the foretront. Here the ruling elite was seen 
bv a portron ot the researchers asa new ruling class. [Ars 
dea was tirst.\ owed in the prewar sears bv Bi Rezzi and 
| Burnham and in the {990s by M. Dinlas, St Ossawsk 
and others {3}. Quite recentiy a sumiar novion has deen 
proposed in the USSR by S. Andrevev who has asserted 
that the managerial apparatus possesses all the features 
ota sacl class and creates for itself the possidtiity ot 
appropriating ahen labor which does not belong to i 
using ifs positron in the svstenm of sacral production i4}. 
However, we feel thatin fact the etatocracy (the given 
concept 1s Droader than the bureaucracy) is net a “new 
lass. Sinee rt, although capable ot uulizing state prop- 
‘rtv for selfish purposes to acquire a surplus number ot 
goods in iife. 1s ineapable of disposing of the means ot 
production fully as its own and exploiting them as its 
own in the production process. [he ctatocracy repro- 
duces tselt not through a partrouiar economnie reiauion to 
the means of production but rather through ts monopoly 
position in the system ot power and through its “owner- 
ship ot the state.” Here the etatocracy is not distinguish. 
able trom the state. For this reason, we feel that those 
researchers are correct who. view the rulers not as an 
ass Dul rather as a distinet social stratum} 9} 


Classes. power—properts 


CCONOTNIL 


The view of S@viet society asan elatocratic one assumes 
(hatin it the determinants are not the dichotomous class 
relauons but rather the strautied relauons of inequality 
over the place in the “power—property system. [Ars 
does not mean that relations involving the means ol 
producuion are to be excluded trom among the factors oi 
social differentiauion. Bul these are expressed not in the 
opposition of “Owner—nonowner bul rather in a con- 
tinuum retlecung the degree of the appropnation ol 
these means depending upon position in the power 
hierarchy and which torms the core of the entire social 
Structure. The ruling strata form the ectatocracy whieh 
disposes of State property while a majority ot the workers 
iS ahenated trom econemnie-political power The acuons 
ot the etatoceacy are saneutied by the :deelogy ot car- 
rying out the wall ot the people” Bul its group interests 
show a constant trend toward separation. 


In the Sowet Union the etatocracy can be rather clearis 
traced empirically Gf the corresponding intormation 
would be made avaiable) through an analysis ot the 
nomenkiatura system. The nomenklatura ts the princaple 
ot a hierarchivally organived structure and the support 
frame ot the etatoceacy. It includes the leaders ot the 
State administrative bodies and thes structural subdive- 
sions, the leaders and instructors in the party and all- 
Limon pubhe organizations, the leaders of the crter- 
prises and institutions in the state and keikhoz sectors ot 
the national economy. the generals and semror officers of 
the army. state secumty and. pubhe satety bodies 
L' ndoubtedly. among the !eaders of \aryvong rank [here 
are progressively thinking persens and conservalives 
dedicated to the cause. careersts, qualified protessionals 
and senuprotessionals. But thear belongeng to the etato- 
crauc strata 1s determined by the objective position in 
the otficial power structure 


Che etatocracy 1s not an aggregate ot closed strata. The 
representatives ot literaily all Sacral groups in prinespie 
oan get into ot. The mndispensable conditions are political 

ynvecuon and. persanal lovaltv to the leadership. Se 
Vertroal mobtiity does exist although thrs is almost com. 
pletely subordinate to the wall of the apparatus and the 
promoung ot the “successful” indioduals occurs nol asa 
result of a competitive movement trom below but rather 
mn the basis ot a speentic chowe trom above (the neces- 
sary number ot workers. Keikhoz members. men, women 
and so forth) The caretully regulated socal mobtity 
guaranices replacement wah general stadiity in) the 
entire power structure. In the etatocratic system, educa- 
tion and skal, entrepreneurship and persen wealth do 
not guaranivce thear possessar a argh social position. (In 
the contrary. the status and privileges of a man are 
ictermined by his place in the power structure and this 
piace opens up for him and hts News casier routes lo 
knowledge and maternal prosperts 


In the press information has begun to appear on the 
privileges ot the nomenkiatura. [his is the truth but not 
the whole truth. In practical terms, in the deal instance 
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lor such a socrety all peepie hold a certain social “evo- 
iogecai niche’ which guaranives ihe recenving ot a det 
nite sum ol goods and services. | he ettect:iveness.ot labor 
here 1s ol Secondary importance. The main thing ps the 
protession, position, sector and even the regson, city 
( haracter:stically. for example. a 
very good and qualitied worker, for instance. in light 
ndusiry can recenve signilicantiy icss wages and other 
goods than 4 very average worker ala detense pliant.) The 
sanitonums and \acauion homes. the quality of the 
products which can be acquired and the pessidtity of 
\Olaining nonstandard treatment—all Of this has been a 
matter of departmental allocauion over the decades 


where a person iives 


The general stabiity of sacrety was maintained precisely 
oy the system ol social guarantees tor the broad intenmor 
strata of the population, that is, by estabhshing virtually 
tull employment (including tor the mass. ot unskaled 
abor): |ow Dut dependable income for working al less 
than tull Capacity yniidence and tranquility provided 
oy the adsence of Competution; the recening ot a min- 
mum talbest poor quality) social goods (free education, 
pubhe health and so forth), [he etatocracy maintained 
in unmgue unlONn wah the less qualitied and educated 
groups of the pepulation over the head of its most 
Gucated. Qualilied and Creauve part. 


Such iciauons have substantially intluenced the erture 
system ot organizing lite. [he coval ties which only were 
estabhshed atter the eciminauion of serthoiding and the 
dOtarning of definite rights of selt-administration by the 
ies and rural Communes gradually died out. Primary 
because by the 1930s independent pnneapies of cco- 
nomic lite had disappeared. All workers had Deen turned 
nio state servaats was the state which deqnded and 
even now deodes whal cnterprise 1s to be built where 
vhal closed down, how many apartments ol what type 
ire to be Dull, what the street wedth wall be. what the 
midren are to be taught in schools and so forth. Natu- 
rally. asa resull, the rndependence ot the popuiauon died 
ul and the peopic imps Si the naon ot taking 
ndependent decisions and bearing independent respon- 
s1onity lor them 

\ characteristic tran of the system was ine sawing ol 
funds in the reproduction and development of man 
Ending up on a partrculariy diflicull situation (relatively 
ind sometimes also absolutely) were the highly skuled 
vorkers and intelligentsia (engeneers. tcachers. physi- 


ans. pentisis) who to significant degree were 
iepnved of the oppertunity to extensively reproduce 
theer culture. The problem ot the semmeducated and 
scm-intelectua one ot the tragec Consequences otf the 


iagminrstration. AS a resull, (ne etatlocracy 
hlecked the path tor the peoples of our country to ascend 
nto a modern intormauon societ’ 


‘tatocrali¢ 


The dominant groups in the expstine situation not 
wihout reason preferred to mamta the mirage ot 
pocessiul socanst nstrucvion. and clection Dy the 
peopre HNehonging to Particular, previousiy uUnkKROWwN 
SOCIOL n thrs coptext an important roie was played Dy 
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that 1deviogieal cliche (on the destrucvion of the expie- 
tauon of man by man and growing social heterogeneity) 
and Dele? in this.ss sull present Doth in the mass.mind as 
well as among many social saicnusis. [he subtext.ot such 
aulitudes, in our view, 1S that there are no groups wiih 
ther own, special interests, all hawe similar needs and 
nentauon and the same goals; there rs, thus, 4 complete 
monohthieness. in sojety. In actuality, the view ot the 
standardizing of life has meant a suppression ol the 
productive trends toward a growing diversity of social 
and econemne forms, Loward a living pluralism on culture 
ind spiritual lite: Such wdeas are to the advantage oi only 
the elatocracy for simphtying the tasks olf manipulating 


Sacre ly 


[he history of mankind. with the excepuion oi tts darkest 
penods, is a growth of diversity among relauuions, social 
groups and ways ol lite. The desire to impeversh the 
system of socal relations inevitably leads to the stagna- 
ton of Soq@ety. “Operating” in this very direction was 
the man-made model invented by the great. mythmaker 
LV. Stalin for somal structure “twe + one” (the twe 
inendly classes and the socal stratum ot the rntelligen- 
isa). This cntire formula was stutched together trom 
mscomprehensions and contradicuions, [he classes of 
workers and kelkhoz peasantry were :solated according 
to.4 single crtenon (the differences tn state and keikhoz- 
ooperalive forms ot Ownership) and the intelligentsia 
according to another (in terms ot the nature oi labor: 
mental-—physical). [he secret purpose of such an oper- 
auon comes down to estabhshing the :dea of the leading 
role of the working class in relation to the :nteblligentsia 
and it serves as a tool for artrfimally putting the rntelit- 
zenisia in Oppesition to the workers, and 1s employed Dy 
the conservative socal groups for restramme the most 
ducated and best intormed strata of the population. The 
very concept ol “stratum ot the intelligentsia" in relation 
to the categenes of the workers who are 4-told more 
numerous than the koikhoz members and are protoundly 
lillerentiated in terms ot place and rote in the power- 
‘conemne relations is unproductive (this would include 
all. trom the minister to the accountant). 


There is a different situation in putting the kaikhoz 
members in a separate social group tclass). The gradual 
process occurnmng over tong decades oi expropnating the 
and ot the peasants and turning the kaikhozes into state 
nstituuuons tong ago ended wiih the actual converting ol 
the cooperative peasants into the same hired workers as 
the sovkhoz workers. Thus, the formula of “twe + one- 
onceals behind the apperentiy growimg homogeneity 
iveraged and artrtimally designed socal groups and a 
ather sharp and growing strauiticauion of society 


kiremely important is the question of the frstoncal 
ature ot etatocracy. Bv the time of the October Revo- 
ulion. Russia was a fusion of Arstoncal eras exrmsting over 

Progressive enterprises and 
screntitic schoo, magniticent 


ne normous termtory 


irpe meenrys, scrrous 
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iterature and art——all of this was submerged in a multi- 
miuhon-sirong peasant worid among whom there not 
nly survived the memory ot the recent serfdom but also 
iving and working were those who themseives had Deen 
the slaves of the landowners. Partrculariy comphcated 


was the situauion in the nauuonality borderiands. Many of 


the peepies residing there. virtually completely literate. 
had nol yet come even into the rnitial forms of capntalasi 
relauions. High mortality. mass. epideme :linesses and 
solauion trom modern civilization charactemzed the lite 
i these seemingly hopeiessiy backward peepies. 


Such a recent histoncal past.in and of itself became a 
factor which unusually comphcated the transition to 
somalst. forms of lite. Characterstically, according to 
numerous observauons, the customary socal relaluons 
which had existed over the ages even under “socialism” 
again and again were reborn and reproduced in many 
regions of the nation, although the officially recogmzed 


Slate-socialast. values were always the external form of 


nese relauuons. 


In Russia of the revoluuuonary pemod, the realistic alter- 
nalive to clalocracy was only a gradual economic expan- 
sion and deepenimeg of capitalism as this would have 
destroyed the surviving forms of sermiteudal and patmn- 
archal relauions and going on hand in hand wath a rise in 
the educauional and cultural Jevel of a predominant mass 
t the population. It would be difficult to deny that the 
“stabhshing of the etatocratuc method of production in 
ur nauion and Others largely had a naturai character and 
there were serrous objective and subjective prerequisites. 


(One can argue as jong as one likes about the potential 
stHectiveness. of the NEP |New Economic Policy} in the 
-vent of rts continuation and development. But we must 
nave our teet tirmly on the ground and realize thatattier 
the victory and defense ot the new political power, with 
that social structure. level of economic development and 
general culture of the population, there was no realistic 
alternative to the etatocratic system. Here a recognition 
i the nalurainess.oi ¢latocracy in no instance means the 
acceptance of the histoncal inevitability of the socal and 
onemic costs, the monstrous repressions and the ;us- 
titicauion of which would be simply cmmnnai, for an 
pportunity existed for the development of etatocracy in 
“ss harsh and inhumane forms. 


What contribuuon has etatocracy made to the treasury 
i soqal progress. Alas, it does not shine tn positive 
results. It mnght be alright if things were timed to a 
sharp iag in the econeme sphere. But we have also 
agged behind in the area of somal relations where our 
supenorty was constantiy emphasized. |t means some- 
thing that we hold the 77th place rn the worid 1 terms of 
per capita personal consumption and the 28th in terms 
i the educauionail level. Such tigures show (hat we have 
pohtely ceded our place not only to ali the developed 

yuntries but also to many of the second and third ranks. 
Etatocracy finds its hrstonecai limit under the muiserty 


ow 
~~ 


conditions of the reproduction of man. his undercon- 
sumphion and underdevelopment. It 1s not needed by 
modern mankind and 's not capable of answenng the 
needs of our times, including dynamnicness, a move 
toward a new lype of individual who 1s immeasurably 
richer 1m spiritual terms than in former hisitonecal ages. 


And what about the current revoiuuon? (This is uncon- 
ditionally a revolution. It 1s. a question oi the changing of 
social formations.) This commenced in the Eastern 
European countnes under the banner of the renewal ot 
socialism Dut in essence this is an anheiatociauc revo- 
luuuon. It can provide a way out of the bind alley of the 
State monopolhsiic method of production. 


What are the new guidelines’? They inciude a transition 
to a mixed economy with sigmiticant pnvauuzation of the 
means of production, and the right of peepie to have 
pnvate property. This means the development oi the 
market, it 1s the shaping of the inststuuons of a civil 
society, a multiparty sysiem, the abandoning of the 
dividing of society into leading and led strata and 
classes, relrance on ali the healthy socal forces and 
consideratuuon of ther diverse economic. peoltical. 
natuonalaty and cultural interests. This means the estab- 
lishing of the pnmacy of common human values. 


In practice, the diverse socal torces headed by the 
nomenklatura workers and the :deologisis of scientutic 
communism acted decisively against the first, even umd 
steps toward a market economy and a civil society, Of 
course, there have also been victomes in this struggle. 
During these years, partrculariy nouceable have been the 
successes of the cooperatives, a majyornty of which, in 
essence, are small pnvate enterprses. In just 2 years 
(| 988-1989). the number of employees in cooperatives 
has increased by | 37-fold (from 70.000 to 4.5 milion tn 
Jamuary |990). The product volume has reached 41 
bition rubles, that 1s, 5 percent of the gross. national 
product. And this has occurred under conditions where 
the state sector has been marking time, without pro- 
viding any increases. Seemingly here is the path. here rs 
the salvaiion in a market, cooperatives. and pnvate 
property. But even now very acute debates have been 
underway. [n opening the first session of the Presidential 
Counce, M.S. Gorbachev again repeated that “rn 
lookung realistically at things, it can be said that state 
property remains predominant... [6} 


In this same speech he, it seems to me, partrally 
explained the reasons for his caullous altitude toward 
the denationalazauion of property. having pointed out the 
“unbelievable poltical, economc and psvchological dit- 
ficulties.’ In actuality, the traguc tact rs the conservausm 
of not mdividual groups, not even mndividuais, Dut rather 
enormous masses who beireve that at present they are 
liweng under socialism and thai it must be “reetitied.” In 
the minds of very many, the markel forms of manage- 
ment are unaterally identitied with exploration. ine- 
guality and unemployment. 
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Y es, certainly, there :s no more terrble obstacie tor the Lent] Al present, in scientali¢ and Current altars itera 
reformers than the prejudices of the peupie. Many under- ture a great Geat O| allentiom is Deng paid to man 
Sland the slate ownersmp of the means ol production. However, very trequentiy tms is dome im a Strictly 
ree SOciai Services and 2a guaranteed joo as Mie values ol deciarauve manmer, (ial is, we musi, supposediy, pay 
socialism. Production efficiency, the pnvileges of talent, mere allentiom 10 man, Carry Oul Concrete researon. [01 
somal justice in the form of payment tor the quantity, example, 1n sociology and so forth. Bel just 4 hal rs man 
Guaiity and unigueness.ot labor tor these people are not Who and what are studied in investigating man’ His 
part of their nohon of socialism. Nevertheless, the bai- [moughts, aspirations, Nopes, Gesires, Oewe#@ims; of external 
ance of the supporters and opponents of the etatocratac [OFms Of conducl, Geeds, Way Of lie, Morals, Social, icpal 


sysiem step Dy slep is changing in tavar ol the fatter noral and OlMer slangardas ang Views. ‘JT POSsidly, g 
T methods OY WRICN Man Ofganizes Als OWN tite IN a saciel 
The population of large cities. ihe younger generation t Others such as. him? Or do they search tor substanmta- 


r ) hi srt cn ; t+ rhe t« ioe Fy 4 - 

1G. a large atER re inteiigentsia ana Seidied on tor purpesetully compiied somal schemes, utopias 
workers: {orm ine antietatocratac frome. it 1s litierent aes nadia) as forth’? TI mentees. : thud 
Onn ' ~_ emanate ' Isa citl¢erent questionnaires, pols and so forth! te scientist g 
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can be anticipated that the process.ot the “reerganoza- ei a . Soke fre hnummectf | thes 
anit ant EAS Une: § ont . enh juestionnaire ang here cleariy define fo mseil 
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On uu Mat Principle: d SOCTAITY ardinal pmiosephical Viewpoint which will determorne 
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ICME MAKE! ¢ ; ; a . viel Vid FOQUAFE he various resullS of the researon: IS man totally and 
sigmiticant time and enormous etiort by the progressive 


ympielely ihe produc! Ol externai circumstances (n4ait 
1OMORS a. somal), thaius, a mechanism, or asa liveng organise 
loes he pessess.tree will and an sndependent sport) f 
Bibliovraphy ine SOCIOIOgISL IMese are crucial Questions bul whai d 
aoe he representaluves Of olfer sciences : \ampie 
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rine Questoneng Which precedes contact wilh man 
The onty thang needed is the practecal skill of a “plam- 
i (hah 1S, a cerlanm queswonnamwe with gueswons 
vboch must be answered by merely “ves or “no. as abl 
» Supertluous. Thes is like a harnessed 
mo blinders. [t runs bub it does not know 
§ being 
guided. And possidly il is not necessary (O guide ab all 
ur trom the best coachmanis in control here and ab best 
eis idie and at worst he gets im the way. What driver 1s 


he ema! Wer 
orse Tunning 


here OF WhO and, more importaniivy, why 


\hy Numanelananm science 1s not Oniv an analysis of the 
ense of words and proper meanengs (a8 im Ancient 
r¢eee, allhough Arstotie mentioned the physician Hip- 
ind the Giod of Medacine Asklepros in 


ldbron politecs) This ts, above alll am analysis of 
UCCESSHU venelriah sectah actwons (a8 was [eit in 
\ncient Nome). (hab 1s, darect or indgrect contact wath 
Ontrodiing (Nhe secia)h Denavior of man 


Che essence of the latter approach is that if vow have a 
00d idea or am ideal, whatever 1t nught be, then show tt 
fact. im practice, and thereby persuade me of your 
truthtuiness. Thes does not mean that a primetrve ut 
tamnan demand is bem@ made of “let us get a teel” for 
(honking, No, this 1s a completely reason- 
eriam, thah am idea or concept 1s 
ffectrve and that the svstem, as the cybernetecians say 
possesses [eedPack. A social anaivsrs of the actrons of 
man, thats, hes rights and dutres remtorced in the word 


vVNal \Ou are 


iple desire to be 


nd with the ard of the word—this 1s what we have in 

1d in the geven instance. And thes means the actoons 
clated the social body. to politics, the economy. that 
. any concrete manstestatron of human lite actrvity 
nd im the gevenm instance, with brology and medicine. 


riaoniy, the nabura) serentests and physicians know the 
incient phnlosephica) truth that “a body wathout reason 
» dead” «Then we are no longer involved wath brology. 
r cardrology but rather with pathologse 
inatomy. Plato wrote: “The person wath a naturally 
healthy body who ieads a healthy way of lite but catches 
some unusual iliness, for such persons and im such a state 
\skiepros pomted out how they should be treated: wath 
medicines and bleeding the tliness must be driven out. ip 
mamtamong, however, the ordmary way of life so that 

cia) affanrs do nut suffer “The Republic.” 407a) 
Thus, what is the role of soca) relatrons im the health of 


Sureery 


man and society 


V.V. Semenov: [n actuality im recent years, one cam hear 
more and more often the opmron that the socrohuman 
inkan sciences must turn to the living, man, to his 
proodieMms, aad Not de himoeted LO aDStract COgNNlrve fimwls 
t research or the “somatre” pragmatic questoons. [nm the 
terature there are enough cxamples of such an appeal, 
Dut for now what results have we encountered’ A sepa- 
rate area of Cognatron has arisen entriled “border prob- 
ms of Scrence’ and common scientetxe problems” and 
ere completely ditferent dosciphines are brought 
togetnier 
ictrvily 


reflecting one or another aspect of human 
poiticah serence, economics, natural screntrtinc 
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research and medicine. Such un usseciaboon thus remanms 
a range of dusciplines which are unrelated ecxacept tor the 
idea of man, The tutety of the attempts to iselate 
common grounds for such drverse areas of knowledge 1s 
reflected im the problem wadely duscussed im method- 
ology Of the incommensurabrity of theomes. No general 
concept Of man is obtamed nor cam it be wath such an 
approach, What one now understands by this 1s in 
essence 4 mechanmah or cven am ceiecte Dringmg 
together of vamous dusciphines. An effectrve general 
concept of man as a social indy dual should be prowided 
IM: SUCH 2 POSHIVE Selence as sociology Im Its Interaction 
with politacah scrence, politcal cconomy and other das- 
iphines. The specifi: area of research is the tollowang, 
Dualectecs asserts (hath there are no posiuve phenomena 
which do not have a negabrve aspect and which not ony 
grows along wath the poseuve but under certanmm condi 
trons turns the pospirve into the negateve, and under 
ertam, condstrons this can also lead to ecologicah med- 
al-brological and then secial crises and dusasters. Io 
wider that this does not happen § cssentinal tO Study 
the secrah mechanssny of crises preventoon, Such mech- 
inssnis Should be found in the structures of secrety itself, 
m its soctah instatuirons as a legnemate resistance to the 
postirve and which grows as the positive phenomenon 
§ converted into the negatrve. Here 1s one of the areas of 
sociah research and a pom of contact between, the 
humansnanan and socia) sciences 


\.l. Panchenko: [no mm view. [the interactronm of the 
humanstaran-secial and natura) sciences can be most 
benetrcrah im the area of the problems of humanntanan- 
izamng brology and medicine. This conciusiom cam be 
onfirmed, im the trrst place, from the example of liter- 
abure Om the mass information media and in books tor 
now basically published abroad. They raise the questeons 
of parapsychology. psychokinesis. cxtracensery percep, 
tron, unsdentrfied flying objects, astrology and so forth 
and these ah present are also bering duscussed actively in 
wir country. Here, it seems to me, the bas object of 
Gascussion tO 4 Ssignefrcant degree relates sectal psy- 
chology and. it cam be sad the :ssue of the “secrah health 
luring those moments of 
history when society 1s rysis Stage of its develop- 
ment. certam thangs which “replace realty are cult 
vated “above” and actrvely perceived, supported and 
experienced Moreover. on a generah level the 
rise of such things. im my view. 1s tied to a need for 
moeracies” and this is internall\ inherent to man, Here 1t 
vould be possible | ingue about drfferent hrstenecal 
forms of rabronality or mentality. about politecal regmmes, 


of sectrety. Im other words 


helow 


about global crises, or whatever \ou wash, but im man 
there 1s a need for a “meracle” and this 1s possxbiy 
responsible for the manmtamneng of “social health” and 
for creatrve actrvity. Im my view. thes need 1s one of the 
nner resources Of human existence. And it must be 
Supported. regardiess of the dmstorted forms of its 
empiovment. for cxampic, in the mass informatron 
medsa. ()f course, here the role of medical workers 15 far 
trom the last 











Secondly. in (hat same literature ail (he sought or sup- 
posediy visible “substetute’” thangs and abristues are 
established trom the “serentefic” viewpoint. Here it 15 
essentia) Lo figure Oul whal a scientific viewport means. 
has has a common cultura) pom as there is the old 
(raditoon of putting natural science 1nto Opposition (oO the 
“serences dealing with the sprmt’” (W. Dulthey). If sucha 
(radmtuon 1s valid, then we cannot view brology as a 
seciohumanstanan disciphine. | propose that the desig- 
nated tradition is not quate valud. Certamnly any sciences 
in. One way Or another derive from ithe needs of man and 
uitemately arrive at disclosing the cond:tuons of his life. 
Natura) sciences disclose the natural conditions, while 
the seciohumanstanan sciences show the sociah and 
spiritual Ones. LU nderstandable 1m this conteat1s the great 
interest which 1s now bemg shown im the so-called 
anthroprc principle in cosmology: together wath physics, 
cosmology Shows {hat the organnzation of the Unnverse 15 
precisely one where jife could arse im it and where man 
could appear along wath life. The opmron of V.1. Ver- 
nadskiy 1s confirmed that life 1s a cosmic phenomenon, 


But is there a natural scrence on human capabilities and 
human conduct (sociah) in that very sense as a science on 
inannmate objects’? The impression is gamed that many 


parapsychologists would like to fit them subject of 


research into the framework of methods worked out by 
natural science. Parapsychology has a rather long hrs- 
tory. Thus, im 1882, the Society of Psychic Research was 
founded in Great Brita and this set as its goal the study 
of those human abriitres which “are inexplicable on the 
basis of any broadly accepted hypotheses.” Since the, 
parapsychology has acquired an inststutronalized devel- 
opment. The anthology “Basic Exper:ments in Parapsy- 
chology published in: | 884 im Great Britam: under the 
editorship of K.R. Rao has pomted out that around 
2.000 such “basic experrments” have now been carned 
out. But what is the interesting pomt? The interestung 
pommt was that the rate of defimete results for all these 
experiments was assessed at 50 percent. This means that 
the expermments did not produce anything definnte. Cer- 
tamniy for physics a result wath a probabriity of 59.0001 
percent would be more defimete, but 59 percent 1s com- 
plete ambiguity. Im turn, thes cam mean only one thong; 
expermmental methods in physics which are pertectiy 
applicable to investigating inansmate objects cannot be 
apptied uncond:tionally to researching the phenomena 
of the psyche and consciousness. Psychic and psyvcho- 
physical reilateonships can scarcely be modeled in the 
Same manner as physical Causa) relateonships (and actu- 
ally a majority of the expermmental parapsychologists 1s 
involved im thrs). 


Thordiy. on the basis of the so-called “experrments” and 
practice of parapsychologists, numerous speculations 
and talsificateons have amsen. Parapsychology has been 
even turned into a sort of “busimess.” An example would 
be the actrvitres of the famous consuror, U. Geller, who 
appeared recently on our Central Television. Somewhat 
before, | 5-20 years ago, Geller demonstrated his tricks 


on Birrtssh Television and he not oniv “wound” and 
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“stopped” watches, bul also (aught Spoons and forks Lo 
bend.”’ and thes was enormously successtul ( partwularly 
with children) Se. the sereens of current Soviet (elev 
sion, are offermg us rather obsolete information, [his 
informatron, incidentally. has not informed us that in 
1975. another famous magician, J. Randy. published a 
book entutied “The Magic of Un Geller” [t condemns 
Geller for violating professional ethics of illussonests 
evident. im particular, im Gelier's use of the terms “psy- 
chokinesis.” “extrasensory perceptron and “parepsy- 
chology.” “This,” commented J. Randy and the English 
physicist G. Taylor, “as well as the story of Cieller’s 
doctoring photographs for the Israeli newspapers 
showing hom together with Sotia Loren ied to a decline in 
Geller's popularmty...— 


| do not want to doubt the abnitees of Geller or the 
necessMy of investugating the depths of the human 
psyche, but at the same time it cannot be doubted that 
tmceks are possible im such practices. The same Randy 
deserrbes a case when young persons tramed by hom 
iomed a collectrve at the Parapsychology Laboratory of 
Washington University. convinced the co-workers of this 
laboratory of their “supernatural” abrities and then al a 
press conference unmasked both this “supernaturainess 

and the convictions and actrvitees of the parapsycholo- 
ists. 


Fourthiv. and now from the truly philosophical \iew- 
pomt (that is. from the metaphysical and metasprtual 
viewpomt diavorced from the concrete realitues of our 
life). here the problem arises of the relatronship of the 
spirit and the body. the psychic and the physvolognical, 
the mind and matter. Agam the old “accursed” probiem 
arises of what was frrst—mantter or mond? Clearly. on the 
absiract level the posrtmmg of this question makes no 
sense. Clearly. for philosophy as well as for lite, science, 
practice and medicine, both are important. although in 
concrete situations, at specific historeca) stages and in 
specific concepts (including 1n sociology) preterence can 
be grvem to one or the other. The idealist system of 
Hegel did. not prevent hum from disclosing the develop- 
ment dralectres of the conscience. The dualistic phrlo- 
sophical positon of the Australian neurophysiologist ( 
Eckles did not prevent hmm from investigating the ion 
mechanssms for the transmussion of nerve impulses (he 
recerved the Nobel Prize for this). Profound materialistic 
convictions also do not prevent the carrying out of 
scientific research and the achreving of outstanding 
resuits. However. up to the present no philosopher has 
been able to reduce the entire doversity of the world to 
just the sprrrtual or just the corporal, For this reason, of 
course, we do have grounds for putting medicine and 
brology into a socrohumansiaryin context 


11. Sventitskiy: | would like to exammne the relatronship 
 socrah and natura) sciences trom the tollowing pos: 
trom. The exacerbatron of the global natura) screntrfic, 
social and production problems clearly has a common 
orime cause. The essence of this is that man im his 
actrvitres has not considered the important laws of 
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nabure. Cine of these is the energy extremality of self- 
organi yng and, partwcularhy. living systems. [he latter in 
them development spontaneously simve for the tullest 
utsizamon of the free (accessible) energy under the 
existing external condmtuons. Modern achievements in 
the 1970s and | 980s in nonequilibrium (thermody namics 
(Gi. Nicolus, |. Prgogmne). the physics of self-organimation 
and evolutnon( V, Ebeling, R. Ferstel) as well as ecolog: 
igah broenergetics Show thab the structural organmaiuon 
of living systems and them tunctrona) relateons have a 
COmmon energy extremality Or brocnergetic purpose. An 
energy economucness Of living nabure can be traced.in all 
Stages of its development and in all its manniestabions, 
with the exception of the present stage in the develop- 
ment of human society 


The destruction and polluteom of the environment. in 
reaching a scale threatenmng the health of people and the 
possipnlity of thei further exsstence, 1s the result prema- 
riv of the wastetul, noneconomic use of enormous 
energy capacity which human society has gamed in 
recent decades. The ecological problem is largely exacer- 
bated by the food problem, The intensification of tood 
productnon, everywhere has been accompanied by an 
exceptwonally rapid rise in the expendstures of anthropo- 
gens energy per unnt of product. by an accelerated 
growth of pollution and destruction of the environment 
by a detenoraton of food quality and by a negative 
nfluence of 1t {food?) om human health. 


Che genesis and instial development of culture and social 
relatrons of all peoples, regardless of their natronality 
ind geographic location, obviously and with good reason 
are permeated wath and accompanied. by artistic images 
of the methods of securmg food, the most precious and 
rreplacable type of tree energy 


V.L. Shamshurim: You are rght. At present. this is being 
ntensely studied by representatives Of a recent current 
n forergm sociology. the tollowers of “tiguratrve” seci- 
wogy of N. Ehas. 


LL. Sventtskiy: And they are rght to do this. as the needs 
of man in the premdustmah pemnod were very largely 
determined by the energy found in food. During exien- 
sive industrial development, the technogenre energy con- 
sumed by man surpassed by many-foid the energy con- 
sumed in tood. During this pernod technologies were 
clearly energy-wastetul and this became the mam reason 
tor the exacerbation of global problems. Precisely man’s 
awareness of the partrculariv important social) impor- 
tance of broenergetic extremality in the development of 
‘iving s¥stems. including human society. and the inevt- 
tabrinty of shifting 10 to autotrophy wall make it possible 
to accelerate the development of energy-saving and eco- 
logicaliv sate technologies. protect nature and ensure the 
Survival of mam under the conditions of the brosphere. 


V.L. Shamshuriny Thus. the ports of contact and sum- 
arity of seciah and natural sciences can be seen, What 
about the differences? Im what way does philosophy 
ditter trom medicine” 


41 


L.S. Ivanow The difference is as follows. Quer mam 
philosephical aphorisan “know thyself” (or “nabhune” or 
“Seciety ) belongs to the realm of recommendations, 
advice tor long research, washes and desies tor ideals 
than would be ditficull to achreve ab the given moment, 
ones more deswed than urgent. [his is proper but not the 
one needed now. Our aphorism is “physician, cune 
thnself.” It has a concrete appeal and offers clear prac- 
tecah guidance. Im the mouth of any patent. it cam be a 
darect demand and a “verb im the imperative” and 
moreover has the character of direct Compieted action, 


What sert of art can you have, he {the patent) mght say 
if vou Vounself ane not healthy and look bad: | wall not 
come tO you for treabment. Such an understanding in 
medicine of One Ss Own purpose has Come down from ithe 
tumes of Heppocrates who said that a physician should 
look decent in order to extol hrs abriity by his appear- 
ance. 


V.L. Shamshurim Plato in this sense makes a very aecu- 
rate comment Cecrtamiv if) my Opmnon (bey treakh the 
body not wath the body. ofherwase it would be :nadms- 
sible to have a poor corporeal state of the physician 
homself, rather they treat the body wath ihe soul, and the 
soul Cannot treah well it the physician's is poor or has 
become such.” Why dol recall Plato’? He. in my view 
provides the most surprising correlation between meds 
cine and the serences dealing wath secrety. Thus, in one 
t his secropolitiwalh works, “The Republi » COMm- 
parmg medicine and legal art. he legstuwmzes therm oniy 
under the condstron that “both of them are concerned. tor 
the crtmzens viable both . 
‘The Republic.” 410) 


terms Of bodv and seul, 


\.S: Ivanew Thatis precisely the port. | constantiv take 
nstantaneous peralmons and | bear an 
enormous Sunden of Y—OOID mora) and, 
newdentallv. legah (in this level. precisely trom the legal 
viewpomt. phrlosephers and sociologists in thei acti 
tes are not involvedin the jaw. | have never heard that 
they had responsidrity stapulated precisely by the law 
ind not by arbrirarmess (since there has been more than 
enough persecution of the social scientists} for secrondeo- 
Ogical recommendations that have been inettecteve or 
ven lethal for secirety. Physicians treah both the body 
and the soul, And here | anna member of the humanntues 
Incidentally. |. as a cardsologist. am extremely close to 
the phrlosephical principle that “truth passes through 
the heart” which is rather well Known and.is inherent to 
the ancient phrlosephical Cultural tradmtuon which dears a 
name sumuldr to the name of my profession, crypto- or 
candrognosis. Heppocrates put it cleariv. “The physician- 
philosopher 1s like God.” Let us recall agapm the classic 
Russian: literature of the [9th Century. Prmnce VF. 
Oidovevskiy in hes The Story of the Cock, Catand Frog” 
very precisely exanmnes the role of psvchoanainsis in the 
treabment of hypochondmacs. And this is from the view- 
pom of surgery! AL present. unfortunately. an analysis of 


lecrs1ons in 


responsibil 


the inner motrves of man is apptied basiail\ im osyvcho- 
therapy and sex pabhoiogy 








Vil. Shamshunm [s there a difference (and in what 
manner) Detween the inner world of a pablient and the 
inner world of a healthy person’ Im other words, 1! we 
turn tO ihe specific Work Of 4 PNNSICIAN, 1S 1b Neiphul Tor 
hum to know the partecular teahunes of the mond of his 
paluents—both ailing and healthy? For instance, preop, 
during the operation and postop’ Whath mental sets of 
the patuent favor the achieving of health and which ones 
Narm it! (in this ievel. whab ape your tested procedunes 
for “transiting or COnvertung certam, Menta) sets Of the 
“respondents into others’ Are these Deming studies’ 


AS. lvanow How can these be combimed or. more 
accurately. how can healthy internal spiritual activity be 
made trom sick! This queswonis important, in. my view 
trom any viewpoint. Both as a “eternal, fatal” questron 
w PNNOSEPNY aS well aS an ungenl. applied Queswon [or 
(he research socioiogisl Gevelopmg a concrete secial 
program, in (the apnea r Stale, etinic relawwons or a 
physician Struggling darectiv for the health of a specific 
person 

nfortunaleiv. in} Medscine ihe answers tO the given 
gueswon iS a partecular matter worked out by each 
physician by tral and error. And as a resuli—everyone 
knows to say the least. Baswallv. this is studied in the 
medical schoois and this 1s wrrtten about in the special 
scientific research and. practical manuals. But nowhere 
do they wrrte or teach about whal a person thnks in 
-xperencing pam 


Crenerany. ine role Of TAOUBNEL and CONSCIOUS MOLives in 
Our work (both for the physician and for the patient) tor 
me Nas assumed an ever-greater roie. Seemongiy. hrs is a 
phrlosephical queston Dubin medicine it 1s pertwment as 
never betore. Who should be considered sick” How does 
iding flesh influence Optemmsuc spits? These are not 
ipstract questions. Behnnd them, in essence, stands sect- 
ty S attvtude toward the dusabled. To what degree ane 
Iney to De considered equal [O persons wilh normal 
Regardless of all declaratrons about 
humanism, the very tact thah our subway and under- 
passes. Our StawwellS are not adapted tor wheeichams 
which. incidentaliv. are produced in insufficient num- 
hers and of poor Quality) Despeaks a greal deal, And the 
wrth of sick children’ Im anteguity 
‘asHv resoived as they were thrown off the Tarpetan 
Riock. (lur culture based upon charity and Vveneraton of 
te. thab is. On prencipies deriving trom Chrstansty 
annot permyt itseif Such a harsh equalung Of the internal 
and external world, such vulgar and even harsh mater 
iWSAY Of Paganism in healthy body 1s a healthy 
i. Here medicine should be clearly aware of 1ts own 
philosophical postwons. The mystery of lite must be held 
secret. “it must not be harmed.” asthe same Hippocrates 
sand. T\ that the sprmt. mental rchness and 
tuliness of life can be apparent and, consequently 
Doe 10 ali, DOIN tO Those who are NOW Well SHuUaled aS 
{the pnnsr 


recovery iS in hrs 


motor activity 


this Question was 


rrvine 


issunte 


dCUCS- 


well as those who are still powerless. but he 
ian?) musi 
hands. The torces 


Here we nonght reter 


rememoer thal the Kev 


ft his Spinet are in a potenti) state. 
the expermence of V. 


Dikul whe 
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Lerahiv worked Miracies. Ccrtainiy. (he imparting of a 
Ourageous ablilude toward life and to the sicissaudes of 
fe is a function of humanslanan seience, tor cxampie 

pnnosepny. which must go hand in hand with medscine. 

lt iS a datfterent mabter (hab the phnosepnyn needed Dd» 

man should De Orrented precisely ab Nim, and conswWer 

the concrete difficulties. jovs. handshops. ideas, sadness 
and. hope. sAOUIC. NOL De ON IMpersoenal schemes and 

Guslant social apstractoons Denind Warcd man cannot de 

seen and. which DPrevide No rosy LIOW Ww anntifing, no 

Comfort. hope 

ann Of these. For this reason, we, Ihe PNNSicians, as NO 


eriamty and no reah way lO acnieve 
ne cise understand the representabives of ihe Numanr 
“Propny tactic 


f doOmesnue 


tgs WhO Spea@k adboul the mora) of 
ssence of Their work, ()n [rs ievel. he role « 
philosophical cullure—the Russian phiosephy ab the 
end of the |¥th Century and the Deginning of the 
2Oth—tor the physicians ane a8 important as tor the 
reseanchers of the The names of V.S 
Solovyeyv. NL. Berdyayeyv and others tor 


history of cullune. 
us represent nol 
niv 2 distant cognrtive DOul also practical) professional 
nterest. AS for the Study Of motivalvon, ideas and 
mages. (his is a mabter for the Numannlics, tor the 
philosophers and. sociologists. Here also there ane great 
Opportunities | Interdiscipiinary Contacts as (he pnvsr 
ians have enormous concrete material which requines 
professional sociological analyses. And now | am 
speaking responsidly as an official representative of the 
\W-Linson Serentatec Sungery Instatute of the USSR 
\cademy of Sciences. Here we pertorm diverse opera- 
trons On vilaliN important organs inciudimg the intes- 
ings and heart. including the transplanting 
renmplantawon of extremptues 
perrd ahter the 
peralron, considermg here the most diverse factors. We 
monntor not oniv the function of the organ operaied on, 


, ‘> 


YL aIso the GQuahivV and way ¢e as 


tmes. iver 
f these organs and the 


We also observe persens in the “drstant 


whoie Of Out 
patents. This. in my view. 1s whah we ane now talking 
apoutl 

\L present. we ab the © enter operate under conditions ol 
mportance Of The Secroeco- 
pened up ezpreal 
pportunitlies pom for the pnvsicians, for the paluents 


OSE accounting (here 1s ihe 


wma tactor [or Ou ind. (thrs “us 


ing DOIN ona creablive and appned-organiZzalional ievei 
SLADHISA CONMtact as the 


physician has moved closer to man. For exampie, con- 


lt has become casrer for us 


tracts are Deming conciuded wath \ anous enterprises of nol 
niv Moscow but also the entere nawon (oO study and treal 
wth emplovees and their relateves. This brongs enor- 
ealin Of Specific individuals (and 


populdlion iS < 


mous Denes ! tne 
not to the apstract VNOIR, 4S was [he 
(thoroughiyv study 


modern ‘vel (we Nave the most advanced 


ase Detore) and makes MOSSEDIC 
man on 
Quipment) and prompwuy treabl the 1iinesses 

ictualitv. whab prencipie shouid 


Real allruism 


V.L. Shamshurwn, 
inderme the detinelron of mans Nealn 
ind humanrsnr wath its assertvon of the generre essence of 
human menta) activity preserving in Nis image and 


Keness the ecQuad! rents of ali persons [to (he sprrvtual 
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nd maternal values of mankind ’s culture’ Or musan- 
fropy and \enophodm based upon the prancipie of 
‘thnec Selectovily” wath its constant “velermary  desme 
ace peopie, as Chaadayey wrote, im closed stalis? 
Here the arguments inherent to these social Concepts and 
fawn irom one or another “nawonal geneology must 
rove (hal the harmonrous combimatwwon of the tuliness of 
hought and physiwal actevily are possible only wathin the 
mis of one bul oniv One nawwon more often understood 
mologicaliv. in the form of a certam, “selectwon,” when 
e possibility is admutted of achieving a certam, “pune- 
f new peopie” and “buidders of a new 


i 


reed. Sivan 


At ict ’ 


RA. Chivhenkowa: The role of secial scrence and partic- 
ing in the nabural scrences is much greater than 
onvinced representaleves of the humanstues 
i. For me, a natural scientust, this is indisput- 


iariv cul 


escent decades in. reviewang the problems of the 
levelopment of seciety it has become a rule to discand 
sychological Questions wath extreme deciseveness and 
ih cxtraordmmary closeness seek Out the boundary 


eiween the social and brological aspects of man, thereby 


Dil 2 social Sctences away trom nabural sciences, thal 
». from the foundalwon, Seciah sciences were being 
red into the area of a parascience. AS for the brolog- 


ai Charactersuecs Of man, such a deep abyss was created 
eiween them and secial phenomena thabh man was 
clualiv no more than a “cog” in the seciah mechanisan, 

onfusmg of such concepts as seciety 
1 individual and personality 


Here there was a 


ing the cromad, 


\.L. Shamshunm: How do \ou \iew the consequences of 
9 Notwon of a “cog” in biology and im the secial 


ienees 


RA. Chivhenkowa, The compiete adaptation of a brolog- 
i Species [Oo surrounding reality paralvzes its develop- 
‘ads to extinction (P. Terhard de 
in brology. Im and. of itselt 
cial adaptavvon 1s a good thing. However. the vamation 
hich 1s optemah tor the individual as a rule is an 


mat and uUllomatelts 


ardind) This is the case 


ripediment in the development of seciety. TO seme 
ceree }l works tor the good of the individual but not tor 
rn Social organismn Those who rested om ther laurels 
ing the “cull of personality” and. “stagnaton’ 


ILD MAANTUNMD accunacy an Optumunn method of 
The policy of carrot and. suck 


ONGULI LAemseives 

nd the corresponding notvon of a “cog” gave rise to the 

ommmitng of certam actions and the abandoning of 
ers. Bul the populateon “which does not know how to 


¢ iS the engine of progress. Precisely those who were 
nadle vho Could not adopt the line of conduct 


posed on Laem ape the Nope of seciety. even poswMu- 
lOUSIN he Russian intelligentsia has always stood out 
ofp in its high morality and in its low secioutsitanman 


laptalion and in its absence of whath previously was 
lied “mercenarmess. [mn Riussia, the intellectuais were 
ays (he proneers, the detenders of law and... peryshed 


vheel of hrstory in order vears later to return 


nael rt 
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tO The people 4s an acNie ved. (ONgB-lernm) secial ZLOOGd and 
social chamty. Tragicness went hand in hand wath the 
development of progressive though 

‘ Japtal on 


secune the 


The portion of 
abnitues on the secial level allowang them 
goods of life, can adapt to any conditions. Bul for 
personally { 
lah to have space and. the possibly of 
inner Spimtual treedom, Without this. the 
not realized and. this is always. ape 


the people who possess Nigh 
the 
lor us devetopment and acluivi Secssen- 
NOOSHIP diso 


Dersaonanly is 


VL. Shamshurin: Spirituality. morality—are (hese ordr 
nary concepts for a Oroimeist 
RUA. Chizheakowa, No. Merely abstract appeals to 


restore morality are tute. [These cannot perale 


solalvon trom the otmer aspects of social 


Neverthe- 
less. the pertection of 4 seciely skouid: De Measuned, DS 
the attitude to the living and even the noniiving world 
and. nob oniv and net se nrucd DV the ablilude toward 
women (this 1s to0 narrow) This is whal comprises [he 
higher spirituality 


wbrend rngs ecinel wu ni 


noosphere. Possediv it was something jike this (hab b. Le 
Riov had in nwnd when in 1927 he proposed the term 


“noosphere.” Reason wall embeush the new (anthropo- 
genic) age in the 
Vil. Vermadskiy 


Serentrtie 


mop) DOOK DO 
Nauchnaya mys! kak planetarmove 
Planetary Phenom: 
uman 


vorid. [he las 
Vaviennve Phought as. 
enon} was devoted to an 
reason, AL present. in. retalwon tO perestrovkad, we ape 
rethinking the eccononmme prencipies of the fife of society 
But the measure of ompietel 
serve as the fundamental creteron tor the 
vw one or another innowsatvon, This cretermon must be 


OLIN wilel } 


COnOnML Lan ecnnwor 


Pasonadnn 


emploved Oniv in an aggregaie wilh other ones. Neither 
SCONONMMHC SUCCESSES NO lLecNhircal Progress afe a |uUSI 
awon of Auman sufferme r the ing 


morality he Huep- 


| ature 
Prorty les wath the prencipies 
hould be 


pocrawe medical Oath “Do Not © ause Harm 


found in ali Spneres of Social life aS a Sympol of Heuvel 
nthe modern age 


( uilune requines ungent concern. WN Viarx warned about 


the danger of Ccomorming | -yOolUutrOnN and a iow cultural 
level and concern was \ored er ths in) Russaan in 
97. Even if it tS admutted thal posHeve changes 


ccurred Over the decades. (here Nas Not Deen ihe propel 


/PHIMMSA SENCce ‘ 
| Indoubtedis 


sUemMents iV ec nade 


ileracy Nas Oeen climinaice OWevel 


some deeree (he cullunai Nervage was desir ed and ils 
thas which preserves ide wasdon? of prev tous generahons 
Man should correspond | ms preud name of Homo 
saprens, DOIN as a OPOlORicadl Species Sa moral) persone 
ity and as a secial prencipal 

\.L. Shamshurw. riaini ve MUSE NOt AHOw a Pagan 
densa} of the C hrestan cullure whreh has come down to 


is or the destruction of The Npgher acconmpnisaments of 


modern civilization and y COMMON Numan 1UCS 














The hard-hearted secial theomes wath all thei reciprocal! 
disdain generaliy derive from the same primitive inter- 
pretawon of the secial ideology ftinst expressed by the 
Ancient Jews, the chosen nature of One, separately Laken 
peopie or social group, The talaciousness of the vamous 
“vetermary Soilulvons to the very compiex problems of 
man, society (them purpose) and. world. history is not 
merely Obvious, DUL also involves the blood of an enor- 
mous number of victums and hterally shouts inhuinantly 
When, for the sake of an abstract scheme which jusuties 
the inequality of peopie, peopies and classes, they begin 
killing, then this is inadmissible from any viewpoint, 
trom the philosophical, the sociological, the medical and 
the Drological. 
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“SObspolog- 


Problems of Studying [aformai Youth Groups 


4S DOOLOF Moscow SOTSIOLOGIC HESKIYE 
ISSLEDOVANTYA in Russian No 1]. Jan 9) (seened to 
press 03 Dee YO) pp 82-88 


(Article by Nikolay Valentinowich Kotyrem, co-workers 
ab the Serentufic Research Institute for Interdisciplinary 
Social Research at Leningrad State University. This is 
the first tume he appears in our journal] 


(Text) The boomin the “informal movement’ has led to 
a Sduation where numerous studies of the youth assaci- 
awons as it were start from the image of the informal 
groups which has assumed the form of a stereotype rn the 
mass mind. Basialiv. attentuon is given to the typolo- 
gizing and classH#ying than it 1s to a profound analysis 
Basically. they study the politecized and. secially usetul 
youth asseciavons which more and more actively are 
participalung in perestrovka. The informal juvense- 
youth groups ab the place of reswdence remam “in the 
shadows” intentionally marmtaming thetr semrlega! 
Status. BY an informal group we understand a certain 
type of youth asseciaon which has arisen and exists tor 
the sake of satustying the needs and. interests of its 
members and the activities of which are not regulated by 
legal documents and are not accountable to state and 
social organizations. 


\ccording to the estumates of Certam researchers. around 
SO percent of the vouth under the age of 30 1s a member 
of some informal asseciavon, and approxsmately 9 per- 
cent 1s in groups of an asecial nature {| |). Whole the secial 
Organizations and unregistered secial associations are 
Drenging their normative and value structure into con- 
formety wath the officially reguiated, the informal \outh 
groups emphatically are developing their own subculture 
the baste trans of which are exclusrveness and an alter- 
natuve approach. 


lt would be wrong to feel thatin a state under the law ail 
informal asseciaons or groups would want to be insti- 
tuuonalized and acquire official status. This is an over- 
sumpiitied view of the problem. There has always been 
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ind wall be a detunile part which under no conditions 
wants (oO be registered and theredy Cestroy tts Dasis 


Marginality in. relaWwom ta, on the one hand, secial 
assecuiwons and organmawons and, on the other, to the 
semilcgal and illegal coeminal groups in a number of 
nstances develops a crommogenm subcuilure in the 
informal \outh groups. The problem of studying the 
crummogenn nature of the informal groups has been 
ntensiied wath the increased Crome among juventes and 
persons under the age of 30. Thus. the 2) percent 
increase in. the creme rate of the tormer |juvenses) in 
l¥Y89. in. comparnsen wath | 958 (both as a whole for the 
nawon andin Lenimgrad) was largely caused by its group 
nature. In. Leningrad, juveniles committed one oul of 
every five cremes wath more than 60 percent in groups 
(2). The number as a whoie tor the naton increased by 
1S percent over 1988 {3} Ia compansen wath the finst 
half of 1988. in. 1989. there were |4 percent more 
uvenies involved in group comes {4} However. this: 
oniy the tip of the iceberg. 


The publications and. studies ab best conta only an 
anainses of Very indmmect sources (cremmal cases. dala 
trom complete polis of the students in schools and PTI 
vocavonal-technical school), and the questioning of 
Violators of the law) and. wathout any analysis of 
oncrete group and this as a whole drstorts a desemption 
t the phenomenon | >--) 


Inthe autumn of 1989. we conducted a concrete study of 
nformal \outh groups at the piace of residence in three 
rayons of Lenmgrad using a questionnaire, interviewing 
and participating observation, This made tq 
record, youth groups which differed in terms of ine 
mmmogenic degree and retutle certam stereotypes. As a 
total, we anonymously questioned $45 young men (/0 
percent) and women (30 percent) who considered them- 
selves in 47 different groups. Some 78.5 percent of the 
respondents was juvenies. Some 326 questionnaires 
inderwent mathematical processing, including [hose 
which did not contain demographic data. | he percentage 
of retusal to fill Out the queswonnaires did not exceed 
Here |6 persens purposetully gave ther fast names and 
the members of one of the groups independently signed 
and wrote in ther addresses on a statement compried b 
them to the munrecipal authorities 


possible 


The quesuonmg at piaces of meetong (doorways. Dase- 
ments. parks. squares. COUrivands and sa [ortnh) was 
Carmed OuL DY lwo permanent investigators, one of whicd 
was the author of these lines. The late autumn evening, 
was intentionally Chosen in order to weed Out oulswers 
and “bores to maxymaliv disclose the backbone of the 
group; We assumed thab we would have to resort to a 
“guide trom the law enforcement bodies (o the meeting 
places. However. such was not necessary as in the 
process Of Our Work a [rushing atmospnere was cstad- 
lished and this contryebuted to the valid filling out of the 
gueshionnaires and alse made possible to find the 
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meeting places of other groups. The respondents often 
offered to take us there and this encouraged sincerity ot 
the answers 


We consciously did not try lo seek Out a certain type and 
found a bread spectrum incwuiding [mendly groups otf 
classmates, groups involved in a leisure exercise, comp 
nogenie and crommal groups. The desire to desermbe a 
“pure type of group, tor example, cromimal, |eads to the 
distorting of reality and. to the substituting of hypothet- 
ical schemes for tt. For this reason, we use the nowon of 
a “intermediate group” {8} In detining the antusecial 
(rend. of an informal group, we disclosed the most 
essential [eatunes. AS a resull, we reached a conclusion 
(hat there was a struggle between (wo trends: |) institu. 
twonalizavion by realizing secially usetul asprraons, 2) 
coomimnalizavion due to the impossrdtity of achreving the 
gvals iegaliv. These trends can run both in parallel and 
also intersect. wath the toemimng of thew own, leisure 
niches or wath involvement in already existing structures 
of work wath juveniles for realizeng antusecial interests 
and ideas 


The quantitative composeion of the respondents \amed 
trom 4-5 to 25-30 persens in. a group, Some 3} percent 
was Schooichiidren, 26 percent was students of the PTU 

percent was students of the technical schools. 6 
percent students in VU! Zes, 23 percent was workers and 
® percent was not employed or studying anywhere. 
\inost '« was made up of ongrants borm outswde of 
Lenmgrad. Some 85 percent lived wath thew parents, 5 
percent in a dormitory. 3 percent separately trom par- 
ents. 3 percent wath tmends, | percent wath relatuves and 
} percent did not provide an answer. Some 64 percent 
named thew group, Here 34 percent had belonged pre- 
‘ously to other groups and this shows the high level of 
internal migration, For obtammeg a more compiete secio- 
‘ogical preture, it was necessary to determine the secial 
factors contmbuting to the “departure” of the youth to 
the informal groups, that is. the impossibility of self- 
realization in the family. school. public organizations or 
conflicts wath teachers and. parents. We analyzed. the 
data as a whole. we iselated the most characterise 
groups as well as individuals having ideas of speculation, 
prosttution or the most dangerous forms of creminal 
acuvily or were already engaged in this. 


rhe reasens for jommg and remamng in an informal 
group are as follows: tor 45 percent of those questioned 
il was jomt amusements, 42 percent merely wanted to 


spend ther tree tome, 34 percent found 1 the absence of 


adults and superviston, 31 percent for unusual adven- 
tures and expenences, 29 percent found common inter- 
ests woth the other group: members. and 27 percent 
wanted an opportunity to speak wath others who under- 
stood you, 23 percent of those questioned rephed that 
the members of the group are “very interesting fellows” 
and ¥ percent had other reasens. Thus. the reasens are 
rather traditional. At the same time. the external reasens 
for jommg a group at the place of residence are very 
indicative: 43 percent gave inner loneliness and a desire 
to find tmends. 3} percent mentroned “fed up wath 


45 


everyliing, | 6 percent mentioned arguments woth par- 
ents, || percent mentioned conthets wath school or on 
the yob (wath the teachers, supersors), | 0 percent did not 
trust adults and had been disappomied in the people 
apound them, ¥ percent protested agaist the formalism 
and hes, while |2 percent “Ssunpiv did. not know what 
else to dav” 


lo the quesuon “indicate where you would be able to 
gain recognition and. show yourself as an. individual,” 
not more than !|0 percent rephed: in school, on the sob, 
in. pubhe lite and in the tamily. while 2) percent gave 
dupong lersune tome, | 9 percent among classmates and 52 
percent among imends in the group, Some | 7 percent was 
compietely satustied wath thew housmeg conditions, 8 
percent wath thew monetary stuation, | 7 percent wath 
what they had at thee persenal disposal (clothing, books, 
things), + percent wath relavions wath teachers and imme- 
diate supernor, | 8 percent wath thew father, 30 percent 
with ther mother. 65 percent wath tmends, 6 percent 
with studies (job) and. 25 percent wath themselves. 


In Speaking about the most important values of life. 65 
percent mentioned true tmends. 56 percent mentioned 
love between a young man and young ginl and 39 percent 
respect from others. The least important of the 1/8 
proposed adaptive \alues (followang the method of M. 
Reogiwh) were: an understanding of the surrounding 
world and peopie wath 5 percent, an awareness of the 
beauty of nature and. art wath 5 percent, and actwwe 
creatyve activities wath 4+ percent. Here 28 percent was 
saustied wath the way thew life was developmeg, 25 
percent was not satushed, 36 percent found it hard to 
answer and |1 percent did not repiv 


\ rather high alienation trom the standards and values of 
an individual involved. in actyve creatyve activity is 
expressed in so-called. outsidernmess {9}. Or more accu- 
rately in forced Outsuderness. Indicative was the fact that 
along wath the wadely held view “1t 1s not important trom 
where you get the money only that you have it” (44 
percent) and “in our times you cannot achieve anything 
wathout force” (33 percent) seme 41 percent of those 
questioned agreed wath the judgment “do unto others as 
vou would have them do unto you.” 


\ predominant majyorety (64 percent) was satushed wath 
the me they spent in the group, and the most wade- 
spread form of lersune was hanging out (“tusevka’}, and 
then vistung video game centers and discotheques 
(respectively. 65, 46 and 39 percent) Some 32 percent 
rephed that they walked around the city. 28 percent “sat 
around at someone 's house.” | 5 percent “stayed down in 
ther basement” and | 3 percent participated in sports. 
Of the video films there was a preterence for subjects of 
terror, comedy and eroticism, The current myth on the 
infectious influence of creme blockbusters was not con- 
firmed and only | 3 percent liked to see them, 


Hanging out in the cellar, entranceway or square is 
largely forced because of the commercialization of ler 
sure. Many respondents had not more than 50 rubles a 











40 


nonin for thew own needs, for thei requirements did 
Ol ZO OMe! 0 rubles a month, while '« would like to 
aye OO rubles and more a month, At present, in 
ecnomerad, over 25 juvenie clubs which were set up 
pecially tor kids tron distavered and low-income tam: 
ies Charge fees. Probably tor this reasen, 52 percent ot 
lose Gueshoned Would like to estabhsh theu own club, 
ub only (+ of them agreed that this club be run by and 
inder the superviseon of an official organization, The 
ity has been flooded by automatic games while wath the 
iroduchon of Cost accounting al the enterprises tinding 
bs tor the youth has become even more compiex. in 
réer to carn money 24 percent are ready to. work, 
ereent to gain il OY any method, even if itis necessary 
fo sStwal or take. and & percent consider :t admissible to 


hep 


Ht those who commited a come in a group, 's of the 
venues was in a State of alcoholic intoxscalon., 
\ccording to our data, a totabot 12 percent does not use 
cohol at all and 39 percent use tt rather regularly. Some 
4 percent had tmed drugs and tome substances. In the 
group | 4 percent are ready to try this andiat they insested, 
inother > percent Natunally. 28) percent conswer 
Innking “one of the yoys ot hfe” while | 1 percent would 
igree to sant or swallow something in. order to “get 
1b 


\n involvement in violence has been formed, on the one 
Nand, by the prencipies of the group itself and, on the 
ther, by the violence shown toward the juvenie in the 
tlamniv. Some |3 pereent had been exposed to such 
icuons by the father. & percent by the mother. and 49 
percent had sutfered this at the hands of unknown 
ntemporanes. Some 3? percent is inchned to settle 
voticts by force and 20 percent use force alter a 
varning. Some 4) percent employ torce immediately in 
esponse to a verbal insuil and 44 percent would repiv in 
he same manner. [In order to have authorety in the 
group, itis essential above all to Know how to fight well 
42 pereent), be physically strong (34 percent) and just 
$4). Some 71 percent had to fight wath unknown juve- 
nies. 40 percent wath members of another group, 30 
percent wath acquaintances from school class. and 
percent woth fellows living nearby but not trom thei own 
sroup, (Ine-half ot the informal group: members was 
‘ady to use \anous weapons in fighting against anothe: 
group. Here 28 percent would chose a knife. brass 
knuckles or some “cold steel.” 23 percent would. use 
levice they made themselves. percent a 
percent a cannister wath gas. 4+ percent 
while 29 percent mentioned sucks. spears 
ind se forth. 


speeial 
ripeanm, 


Kpiosives 


Some >. 


wolved 


pereent if those quesvoned were often 
n tights wath other groups, and 36 percent 


detended thei own terrvtory against them, For this 
-ason in an attack a predominant majornty (79 percent) 
vould naturally fight in order to support “thew own. 
Hostile relations wath other groups were observed in 25 

percent. Thus. in the group the juventie ts searching not 
niv for mental protecuon but alse physical. 
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rthe year the number of parvicipants in 
» pereenl and ihe 
ersans 


}Lenmerad 
yroup ;uveniiec cromes increased D4 
lumber of recidivists by 11 percent, CM the 
juesioned, 4/ pereent rephed thatin theu group there 
vere Dersans Who had been condenmed or had returned 
rom places of incarecerauon, Here these persans as a 
whole had a coomimnalzing influence (the selfish reasans 
commiting rnirackions, the abuse of diconhol, drug and 
ltosde Substances and the strengthening of legal nintiism 


Some |4 percent of the respondents did) not Kaow 
tnvihing 2dboul coominal and administal woul 
vhiie 47 percent assumed that laws were one (hing and 
fe another. Some 39 percent telt thatil was necessary to 
ipporl one anoiier in everyihing, even 
icuons contradicted the law. [¢ 
tuve members ic protect (en) against rackeleers [ol 
ood tee. 28 percent rephed athinmatively and would alse 


ne vroup s 


a Feguest Prom Coopel 


ndcavor to persuade thew comrades percent agreed 
to. do this only along wath the group, 28 percent persen- 
liv retused, percent would do this under 
onditions (if the flaw would not be broken, if a very high 
payment was olfered and se jorth) and 4 percent did not 
answer. C ertainiy bebind the mask of cooperative mem: 
rganived croome could be 


eles hadi 


bers the representatives ol 


onceaicd, 


lt must be stated that the informal groups based On place 
{ residence are rather crommoeenne. Thus. 55 percent 
ephed that they “Sametuumes acted up together wath the 
group, Y percent “had done a black market deal wath a 
foreigner 4) percent “Sameumes did not spend the 
night at home. 44 percent “Sameumes skipped school 
work), 46 percent said “It our girls want tcllows we do 
not retuse them this” ('). 28 percent had “protitably seid 
sCaree aruicie ’3 percent said “we give no quarter to 
inv persens aprrving here from the repubhes and 28 
percent rephed “if samething 1s tound we take tl for our 
wh, 


Some 32 percent had been taken to the police by them: 
selves. 42 percent together wath the group and 19 percent 
had been registered. AS a totabin the city almoseé | 1 O00 

ivenies are reestered. However. of those who com: 
mitted a crume ot the juvenies previousiv had not 


Deen TeBwIstered, 


ndoubtediy. a portion of the informal groups at theu 
place ot resndence gradually wall be coominalized and wall 
ventually grow into cromimal groups. But this does not 
nean that all informal juvenie and youth assaciations 


must be viewed as potentially creomimal, even if the 
mmimogenic tevel is rather high. Aft present, ibis impor 
tant ) Ofecuuveiy assess ie iasn i the trends i 


momimahzavon and insutulonalizatvion tor choosme 
idequate methods tor iniluencing cach specific group, 
The contusing of the .arous groups into a sengle whoie 
inder the name “vouth groupmes and the mechanical 
xirapolation of work methods wath crominal groups to 
them wall oniy provide direct{y Opposite results. To leave 
the juvennes wothout attention would mean to. leave 
them under the influence of organized crime 
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“Soetsioloe- 


Way of Life and Heaith of Kazakh Population 
HIPDOOIOG Moscow SOTSIOLOGIC HESKIVE 
ISSLEDOVANTYA in Russian Na /. Jan ¥1 (svened to 
press 03 Dee YO) pp 86-87 


/Arucie by Gulyum Oshakhpayevna Asyibekeva, shop ther- 
apist at the medical unit of the Dzhezkazgan Nonterrous 
Metal Saentitic-Producuion Association; Maksut Kan- 
movich Kuizhanov. candidate of medical sciences and lab- 
oratory head at the Scaentitic Research institute for Hygiene 


and Vocational Illnesses Under the Kazakh Ministry ot 


Pubhe Health: and Zaure Khamiduilovna Khasenova, 
jumior scence associate at the Saaentitic Research Institute 
for Hygiene and Vecational [illnesses Under the Kazakh 
Ministry ot Pubhe Health. This ss the first time they appear 
in our sournal] 


‘Text}) Upon the initiative and wath the assistance of the 
Permanent ( ommnission tor Pubhc Health and Social Secu- 
nity ot the Kazakh Supreme Soviet, in | 988, the repubhe 
Center for the Protection of the Pepuiation’s Health con- 
ducted a sociologecal study of the reciprocai intluence of the 
way ot life and the state ot health ot the repubhe s popuia- 
hon. A questionnaire was disinbuted among the inhabitants 
ot Alma-Ata and East Kazakhstan (blasts as weil as the 
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populauon of Alma-Ata, Karaganda, Chimkent, | seh- 
nogead and Ust-Kamenogorsk. The chowe of objects was 
made tollowing a regronal pnneipie. A total ot || 36 persons 
was polled. 


As for the secialh composition of the respondents, >!.2 
percent was employed in industry, | 5.6 percent in agncul- 
ture, 7.4 percent in pubhe health, 4.4 percent in pubhe 
education and 21.4 percent in other spheres of the nauonal 
economy. In protessional terms, those polled were disinb- 
uted in the following manner: 48.4 percent workers, 37.6 
percent white collar personnel, 8.9 percent keikhoz mem- 
bers and 5.1 percent managers. 


Males comprised 30.5 percent and females 69-5 percent. 
Among those polled, 0.9 percent was | 6-19 years of age, 
20.6 percent was 20-29 years, 42.4 percent was 30-39 
years, 23.2 percent was 40-49 years, 9.3 percent was 
50-59 years, and 3.6 percent was 60 years and. cider. 
Some 65 percent was marmed, 7.2 percent had not been 
marmed, 6.1 percent was divorced, 3 percent was wad- 
owed and the remainder did not repiv 


From the literature 1t 1s Known that the state of health oi 
the peopie depends upon thei maternal weil-being, housing 
cenditions and. so forth. In our research, 26.7 percent of 
the respondents having a higher education viewed their 
State of health as good, 20 percent with an incompiete 
higher education, |6.6 percent with a specialized. sec- 
ondary, 20 percent wath a secondary and 8.8 percent with 
an incompiete secondary. Viewing their health as bad was 
28.5 percent of the respondents with a pnmary education, 
34.7 percent wih an incomplete secondary. |6 percent 
wath a secondary and | 7.6 percent wih a higher education. 
Some 40.6 percent of the managers, | 3.7 percent of the 
white collar personnel and 20.8 percent of the workers 
viewed thei health as good; the remainder did not reply 


The research estabhshed that in tamiies wath a low 
income (30 rubles per member) there was over 45 
percent of the persons wath poor health, whtie in the 
group with an income level of 15!-200 rubles, the figure 
was 6.1 percent. 


The habtiat has a substantial intluence on health (see the 
Table). 
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\ lunkage was estabbshed between the level of environ: 
mental poiiuuon and the health ot the pubhc. In recent 
ears, the ecological saduauon in the repubhe has signit- 
cantiy deterorated, partrculandy in Chimkent and. in 
East Kazakhsian Oblast and this was retlected in the poil 
resulis wath more than |< (27 percent) ot the Chimkent 
nhaditants assessing the state of ther nealith as dad. A 
special word must. be said about the urban popuiauon ot 
Fast Kazakhstan Oblast, where 28.6 percent of the 
respondents \»ewed thei health as bad. Here | 3.7 per- 
Sent ot those polled mentioned the aggregate etfect of a 
number of negaluve factors: noise. gasimess and. dusti- 
ness, 23 percent mentioned. the effect of high or low 
temperatures, 2.6 percent mentioned. \:bration: | per- 
cent electromagnetic radiauon. A number ot those polled 
trom |4.° percent to 37.6 percent depending upon the 
region), in addition to the negative etfeects reiated to 
hanniul producvion, had been exposed to the etfect of 
Dad environmental tactors (gasiness. high noise level 
adsence of greenery and. so torth) at ther place ot 


residence 


The research showed that. concern tor maintaining health 
also depends upon the assessment ot the state ot health. 
\f present, one of the urgent tasks is to instil an aware 
attitude toward ones health. An ating persen causes 
han not only to himself but alse to society. An imbal- 
anced diet. the use of alcohol. smoking as well as poor 
social and domestic conditions make the measures deing 
Carmed out bw the pubhe health bodies inetfecuve 


Thus. because ot the skeptical attitude toward the capa- 

Orities of medicine. the lack of the necessary knowledge 

and skis. same “9.7 percent of the respondents gave 

ittle attention to thei health, and‘: ot themtelt that thrs 

was not necessary: 38.2 percent of those polled remem- 

dered their health oniv wath its detenoration, and onis 
percent was constantiy concerned for rt. 


To the question “What impedes sou from paying alten- 
tron to your health?” 12 percent rephed that they lacked 
the skuis and habits ot watching thew health: 6 
percent poimted out that they did not have enough 
Strength of wall or discaphne: 5.4 percent pointed to the 
ack of the necessary medical knowledge and the :nac- 
cessdrity ot consultation; 20.2 percent ot the respon- 
dents jacked time 


The negatuve attitude ot a persen to his own health and 
the health ot those around can vary trom the taudure to 
Observe clementary rules ot persenal hygiene. diet. 
working and leisure conditions to the destrucvion of tt Ds 
alcohol. smoking and drugs. By changing the way ot life 
t would be possidle to improve the health ot ‘> of those 
polled. 


\f present, partrcular attention 1s being paid to health as 
a secial and economne value. AA important area in the 
acuvities ot the Center tor the Protecuvon ot Health ot 
the Kazakh \Viinistry ot Pubhc Health is to shape 
nealthy way ot [ite ot the population. In order to carn 
ul etfecove and s¥stematic work in this area. it is 
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essential to study ine way of lite and take a differenuiated 
appruach to its components. Thus. if 1 is a question of 
eradicaung hanmtul habis. insuiling proper contact. 
conduct and diet. observing working and leisure condi- 
LLOns, Parlicapauung in sports and physical culture. much 
oan be done by etfecuve propaganda oi a healthy way oi 
ite. Using Mass intormauon media. lectures and pam- 
pohlets. Af the same time. pracucal recommendauons are 
required tor carrying oul etfecuve sanilary educauonal 
work Considernne the speeitic conditions under watch the 
repubdhe s popuiauon lives and works 


COPYRIGHT: Izdateistvwo “Nauka” 
cheskive issiedovaniva . | 994 


“Soetsioioe- 


Viethod of Structured Observation in EF yaluating 

Viunicipal [Transport Operations 

4ISPDOOTOH Moscow SOTSFIOLOGIC HESALY E 

ISSEEDOVANLY 4 in Russian Ne 1. Jan ¥i (sienmed to 
Dec YU) pp SS8-SY 


reYYS UD Vee ¥ 


Artzcle by P!\. Bizyukew and. Ye_B! Savelvev) 

Text) At present, the poll 1s becoming the basic tool ot 
the sociologists. Bul it is better to study a2 number ot 
problems bv other methods which provide a4 greater 
etfect and require fewer expenditures. We wouid like to 

tier to the readers attention the method ot structured 

»OServauion which has deen used in studyong municipal 
transport operations in Kemerovo.* 


The problem situation was as tollows: 1n our city. asin 
many others incidentally. passengers are not sausted 
with transport operations. The jong wan, the crowding. 
the durty vehicles and the churirsh conduct of the dnv- 
ers-ihis and much else turns a inp on municipai 
transport into torture. We examined the different possi- 
Onities for the polling and interviewing ot passengers 
But thrs involved rather large monetary expenditures 
and the involvement ot the peepie. Finailiv. the choiwe 
tell to the observauon method. A bus was chosen as the 
‘Drect as this is the most unmersal convevance. The 
subject of the research was detined as tollows: a) inten- 
say (the number of buses passing a stop dumng the 
‘observation perod): b) rhvthmicainess (the tnatfic 
nterval between the buses on one router c) degree of 
tuliness (tour degrees were estabhshed: “emptv” when 
there were seats. “moderately tull” wath peepie standing 
but spaces between them, “full” when there were no 
Spaces bul the doors closely freely and “over-tull” where 
the doors couid not close at the moment ot departure 
peopie were standing on the stairs} The stops were the 
bservauion post. Five stops were chosen on the main 
routes 


In Kemerovo there are an enterprise rayon and alse 
‘hedroom rayons. A specific feature ot the stops is that 
this is that they are the “busiest pomts for many 
municipal transport routes. Two stops are Dboundarm 


nes ot the “bedrvem rayvons wath the central rayons. 
ware two others border the enterprise rayon. Here the 
bservers could cleariv note the tullness ot the buses as 
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they emerged from the key rayons of the city. The fast, 
hitth stop, was in the central rayon and almost ali the 
routes ran through ut. The observation hours were: trom 

700 to 0800 hours and trom | 730 to 13830 hours (the 
peak hours), from /V00 to i 100 hours and from 2000 to 


49 


2100 hours. It was necessary lo carry oul a total ot 20 
observauons (four times al the five stops). The data were 
recorded on a special blank and then encoded and 
processed On a computer. 





Observation Blank 














Stop \ olgogradshaya Street Petros 
Obserauon jime 0700-0800 Hours | Full Name of Observer 
Nomoes Route No. lime of Depar- Degree of Fuliness 
ture 
— Empty Viuderatety ¢ il Full Over-Full 




















i mpty—ith seats: Moderatety Fuli—peopie standing bul spaces between them: Fuli—no spaces bul doors close treety al moment of departure: 


ver-Full—ioors do not close al Moment of departure. 





The observer was given the following instructions: 


) The observation was to be carmed oul on one persons 
rf (wo persons together: 


>) It was essential ahead ot time. before the start of the 
\oservauion, to enter the name of the stop and the time 
yn the Blank: 


}) It was essential to get to the stop eariy in order to 
necome familiar with the situation and choose a good 
positon; 


4) The chore of the position was determined by two 
iements: the route numbers and the degree of fullness ot 
the departing buses should be clearly visible: 


\) Durnng the observation it was essential to remain as 
casual as possible and not become apparent to. the 
dnvers and passengers: 


5} To bemng along several pencils, pens or Flomasters: 


The observauon procedure should commence sinct!s 
at JQOO minutes of the corresponding hour and end 
exactly 60 minutes tater: 


‘) The observer was to enter on the Blank the route 
numbers of all passing Duses: 


') Buses which did not stop were to be designated by the 
ume ot passage and the comment that the bus was 
wer-ftull. 


Thus, the structured nonpartrepatory field observation 
made !t possible to acquire the following intormation: 


a} The number ot buses: —bdy halts.—iume :ntervals.—a 
simultaneous preture of tratfic for each time pemod for 
all tive routes 


b) The average, minimum and maximum interval in 
tratfic along one bus route at different hours. 


c) The degree ot fullness of the buses at different hours, 
for the :ndividual routes and as a whole for ali buses at 
each stop. 


\n analysis of the obtained intormation made it possible 
to draw the following conclusions. Extraordinary tratfic 
unevenness is characterstic virtually for ali the routes at 
any time ot the day. Dunng the evening hours, the peak 
oft tratfic intensity 1s approxmmately 30 percent lower 
than in the mormng hours. Dunng the time interval ot 
(900-1100 hours on the route there is 2-fold. fewer 
vehicles than in the mormmng. In the evening, this drops 
to. 3.S-fold fewer! Tratfic rhythmieness is compietely 
absent. Durnng an hour several buses on one route can 
pass by and then tollows a break until the next “flock.” If 
they had traveled evenly. the interval between them 
wouid have always been slight. Certain routes are threat- 
ened with disappearing from the fine, that.1s, the buses 
do not appear at the stops over the hour. Thus, schedule 
interrur.vons have become the norm. The dispatcher 
servr_es do not carry out thear sob. 


Tue unevenness of transport operations ieads one to the 
ollowing retlecuons. The main thing 1s to dehver the 
people to thear destination and rt 1s less smportant to heip 
them return home promptiy. [t 1s in no way obhgatory to 
provide transport tor visiting a cafe. movie or theater im 
the evening. Consequentiy, municipal transport is a 
means for dehvernng manpower to the places of its 
employment and no more. 


What conclusions can be drawn? First.of ali, there should 
be a rignd schedule for the traffic of the buses and 
information about this at each stop. Then a majonty ot 
passengers would find ther buses. they would know the 
precise time and this would greatiy ease ther transport 
coneerns. Nor must we forget normal bus tratfic dunng 











sa 


ne evening hours. Il ts pust.as pmpertant to carry the city 
iwellers to the theater. park or visiting as il 1s io lake 


(nem tO Work ntortunatels. there 3s iuttle concern tor 
its 
We ay NecomMme convince” Nal the adove-descrpned 


nethod tully ;ustitied Our expectalions. All the set tasks 
vere provided wath exhaustive intormauon. The 
lrawing on additional sources was not required. The 
‘searen resulls were rather steady and in the aulumn 
his repeated the same data. [he suuation remained as 
etore regardless of the “measures taken Dy [he muniec- 
pai execuuuve committee 


| Ovinote 


work was conducted by the Socroiognal Labeora- 


wy Ot Kemerovo t niversits 


OOPY RIGHT ‘Tdaleistvo Nauka Sotsroioe- 


neskove msiecovaniva i) 


What is the Sectal Base of the RSESR 
( ommunarst Party? 


(MOL Afoscow SOTSHOLOGICHESATLY! 
rS/ | iM d| \ i) ! 1?) Ris idl \ 4 ii: ¥ / vreu [ 
' 2s = ‘> e< 
c i/tt - - 


nalinouted interview woth | Saachiy. icader of the 
'reparator ommuittee tor the RSESR> Constituent 


ONBZILUSS) 


Text) The toundine of the RSFSR © ommunrst Parts 
ntinucs ) ‘main al the centel ft aulennuion of the 


‘public S poitical lite 


Nn iftrs content, [he editors have asked the teader ot the 
Preparatory ( ommitiece of the RSFSR Constituent C on- 
ress, Sadacniy. lo answer the most.acute and frequent 
juestions which al present are heard on the pages of the 
ewspapers. over the radio and television broadcasts, in 
1¢ labor collectives and Street demonstrauuons, al parts 
neetings and in oiler audiences. Af the same time. we 
ave felt it necessary to offer to the reader thal vrewpeornt 
neernming the organizing of the RSFSR Communist 
Party which was retlected in the newspaper RAB- 
M HAYA TRIBE NA (29 September 1990) 


iditors} How have preparations gone tor estabhshing 
he RSFSR © ommunrst Parts 


(sadchiy} The :dea ot formneg a communist party ot 
Russian Communists arose jong ago Dut assumed partic- 
lar aculenmess in recent months in iine wath posing the 
juestions of complete sovermgnty and econome inde- 
yendence of the | mon repubhes and the Russian Fed- 


rauuon in particular. [hrs was aided also by such tactors 
s the forming ol state and pubhe instituuons in the 
‘pubhhe (the formation of the Russian Kamsomoil, the 
XRSESR Federation ot Independent Trade ( mons, the 
raciical steps to found the Russian Academy ot Sci- 


nees and other republic structures) 
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The maturing oi the :dea of the :mmediate founding of 
the RSFSR Communist Pariv was also substantially 
mpacited by the rapid. process. of the peltizauion 

Russian society as well as ihe appearance of num 


different, including outnghtiy antisocialist. pari 


movements. 


\iso undoudtedly felt was the growing political. 


CCONOMNC 2Nd Spirituai crsis kn the NaUON 4s a Who 


ine growing Of Valid Concern for the fate of Socialism ana 


tor the tate ot the L SSR, 


The attempts made to link together the foroes 


‘ ' 


Tyce? 
=i 


> 


-nnilion-sirong army of Russian communisis will the 


aud. ot the Buro oi the CPS Central Committe 
RSFSR and the Russian Buro of the ( PSI 
Committee did not produce the desired resulls 


It must. also De sand that trom the autumn oi [4S 


whole semes of regions of the RNFSR. initiatns 
ments and groups of Communisis appeared [2 


ramd estabhshing of a2 communrst party in the Russia 


Federation. Ultimately they organized themsc! 
have held two stages of an initiative ¢ Ongress 
Communists in Lenmerad 


In Mareh 1990. the Plenum oi the © PSb Centra 
mittee. in responding to the sharpiy inereased 


among the Russian communists in tavor of establishing 


the RSFSR Communrst Party. came out 


-onvening the Russian ( onterence of the ( PSt 


supuiated that the delegates elected Dy (he RSFSR part: 


rramizatvions to the 2Sth CPSt Congress. would simu 
taneousiy be delegates to the Russian party contere: 
The express. polls conducted among the communist 


well as consideration of the opmrons prevatiine 


kray. oblast. and okrug CPSb conterences and : 


sis Of the letters to the CPS Central Committe 
PRAVDA and SOVETSKAY A ROSSHY A showed L 
at the end of Apni an absolute majorty of the RSESR 


ymmunists tavored the establshing of a Russian ( Om- 
munrst. Parts 
It must also be said that the maturing of the oprmron 
the advisability of estabhshing a RSFSR © ommunnst 
Party among a number of the leaders of the (PSI 
Central Commitice cleariy lagged behind the | dl 
the party masses. [his crroumstance cause ambrguil 
and created a contradictory situation and gave rise 
hesntalions among the parity workers and Many comm 
nests. 

Thus, the tormation and estabhshing of the idea 
forming the RSFSR Communist Party occurred pmm 
riv upen the intiative and under the pressure ot 
party masses. Ther attitude was crucial in taking (fh 
final decywsion. On 3 May |990. the Pobtburo of the 


(PSt Centrai( ommitiece came out im tavor ot in 
the question of estabhshing a communrst part’ 
RSFSR‘ on the agenda oi the Russian Party ( on 


View 


i 


a 


thea 
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‘Editors}, Whom does the Preparatory (ommutiee ot the 
Russian Party Conterence represent, 


(Osadchiy} The Mareh (1990) Plenum of the CPSb 
Centrai Committee placed responsibility lor convening 
and conducting the conterence of RNFSR communusis 
on the Russian Buro of the CPSt Centrai Commutice 
and felt u advisable to organize a preparatory commuatice 
trom representatives of all the kray, oblast. and okrug 
rganizations of the © PSb in the Russian Federation. 


The Preparatory ( ommutiee inciudes 57 persons elected 
at. the plenums oi the kray, oblast, okrug and Moscow 
mumepal CPS orgamzations. In terms of vocation 
they include: |5 workers, 2 kalkhoz members. | 2 
workers in science. culture and pubhh¢e education, 4 
economic leaders, 2 soviet workers, secretanes ot 
primary party organizations, 2 Chairmen otf party com- 
rmssions, 28 elected party workers (secretaries of the 
CPSb obkems, okrug committee. gorkams and 
rayvkoms) and | worker trom the party apparatus. 


Representatives from the organizational buros of the 
Imtiative Congress. of the Russian Communists, the 
Vlarxrst and Democratic Plattorms were not officially 
part of the Preparatory Commutice but ils members have 
propounded various approaches and views retlecting the 
pesitions and attitudes of the communzrsts of all RSFSR 
regions. 


Onty in the concluding stage of preparing tor the Russian 
Party Conterence. at the request of the Orgburo of the 
Intiative Congress. of Russian ( Ommunnrsis were its 
representatives with a consultative voice rnciuded im the 
work groups oi the Preparatory ( ommuitiee. Other “plhat- 
forms and movements did not show any intiative on 
thrs bevel. 


The task of the Preparatory Commnitiee included: 
working out dratt documents and matenais on those 
guestions which would be discussed at the Russian Parts 
( onterence. As it drew nearer, \| was becoming obvious 
that the conterence delegates would deciare themseives 
to be the Constituent ( ongress.ot the RSFSR (ommu- 
nist. Party. In this content the Preparatory ( ommuitice 
worked Out dratt documents and propesais also for a 
Constituent Congress. 


With the involvement of 
Committee. such question: o settled as inviting 
to the Congress. some — Jt) » and kaikhoz mem- 
hers. a group of the scientitic and creative mtelligentsia. 
representatives of the “phatiorms ” and movements in 
the CPSt. delegations trom the communnst. parties 01 
the Umon repubhes. publi organizations as well as 
drawing up proposais on the membership of the conter- 
ence leading bodies and the structure of the leading 
bodies of the RSFSR C ommunnsi Parts 


at the Preparatory 


The work ot the Preparatory ( ommuitiee was organized 
on a basis of extensive party democracy, a tree. creative 
exchange of oprmons and comradely debates in pre- 
paring the dratis of ali the documents and proposals. [he 


nvoilvement ot the regular workers trom the apparatus 
tthe CPS Centrai Commutiee. as.a rule, was restricted 
tO providing the necessary intormalion and reference 
matenail to ihe wark groups of the Preparatory (om- 
mittee. ANhough there were excepnons here as allempts 
were made to estabhsh paratiel (apparatus) work 
groups {Or preparing certaan documents and matervais. 
This can be viewed as the tear that the pubhe Prepara- 
tory Commutiee could not handle :ts tasks. Naturally, 
such tacts gave rise to a certaan nervousness.sn the work. 
But these unpleasant “cxcepons were net character- 
iStuc for the overall, very sincere and benevolent almo- 
sphere in which the jomt work went on between the 
Preparatory (ommutice and the apparatus of the CPSt 
Central C ommuitice 


|Editors}.So then how did the process.of the organizing 
4 the RSFSR C ommunrst Partv commence’ 


Osadchry} On 19 June |} 990. the Russian Party C onter- 
ence was opened. An absolute majyonmty of 11s delegates 
tavered the estabirshing of the RNFSR C ommunnsi Parts 
iS part of the CPS and operating on the basis ot tts 
By-Laws and program documents. 


The Russian Party Conterence with an absolute predom- 
inance of the delegate votes declared itself to de the 
( onsiituent ( Ongress.and prociammed the formalion o} 
the RSFSR Communist Party. [he Constituent ( ongress 
with the presence of alternate candidates and by secret 
vonng elected I.K. Polozkev the first. secretary of the 
Central Commntiee of the RSFSR Communnsi Party, as 
well as the 153 members of its Central COmmntice and 
adopted a number of documents. However, at. the 
request of tour ob!ast, three okrug and the Mosoow City 
party Orgamizations, the organizing of the entire mem- 
bership of the Central Commatice was not concluded 
The Centrat Controt Commission of the RNFSR Com. 
munmist Party was also not elected. This created a difficult 
situation. The process.of the organizing ot the commu- 
nist. party of the Russian communnsts had to be con- 
luded at the second stage of the ( onstituent ( Ongress.of 
the RSFSR Communnst Parts 


'-ditors}, Haw was the second Stage of the ( onstiluent 
(ongress.ot the RSFSR ( ommunnst Party prepared? 


Osadchiy} On 5 July 1990. during the penod of the 
holding of the 28th CPSt Congress, (here was.a meeting 
4 the elected members of the Central C ommutice of the 
RSFSR: Communrst. Party and the delegation |caders 
including the secretanes of the kravkoms and obkoms of 
the CPS trom the Russian Federation. Here they 
orgamized the ( coordinating ( Ouncil trom elected mem- 
bers of the Central Commntiece of the RSFSR © ommu- 
nist. Party. The meetsng recogmzed the advisabriity of 
extending the powers of the Preparatory ( ommntice and 
nstrucited if to concentrate on working Out the drat 
documents which would be put up tor review al the 
second stage of the Constituent ( ongress. [n addition to 
the members of the Preparatory CoOmmnttee. the work 
group to prepare the dratt Action Program ot the RSFSR 
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Ommunust Party included members ot the (PSU Cen- 


(rat < Ommattee (irom ine parly Ofganmizauuons oO} the 
Russian Federation). members of the Central Com- 
metice of the RSFSR Communnsi Party, congress. dele- 
Zales, social SCICRUSIS, ropresentalives trom ime group 
Ommunisis of Russia from the ( Ongress. of RSFSR 
Peopie s Depulues. the section of reformast.communuasis 
trom the Demeocratuc Plattorm om the CPSU. the Marust 
Platiorm, and the Orgburo of the Inmtiative Congress.ot 
Russian ( Ommunnssis. Every day the Preparatory Com- 
mittee recerves scores and hundreds of letters trom all 
the corners of the Russian Federation, trom the l kranne, 
zbekistan. Latvia and trom the other t mon republics 
\ pudinc receptron room was opened for the Preparatory 
Ommittee and tts was visited bv several hundred 
persons who left their comments and propesais. |n thei 
majormy, they were Muscoviies Dut also Communnssis 
aimived from Leningrad and Rvazan. Poltava and Tash- 
kent and many other places. All ot them with full validity 
an msider themseives ihe authors of the drat 
\cuion Program. By the ettorts of the Preparatory (om- 
matiee dratis were alsO warked Oul om the Reguialons 
sovernmng the Central ( ontrolh © Ommaessiom of the 
RSESR Communnrsi Party and on a party referendum 


The membership ot the work group was guate fluid 
\cluaily, cight-ten persons worked permanentiy. The 
emaining members circulated between the party orga- 
nizations and the Preparatory ( Om- 
mittee. [hes made :t pessible to take the dathy puise ot 
he republic s disquicted and tense life and to tee! the 
mood of the communnsis and all RSFSR citizens. Even 
luring the holding of the 2Sth (PSG Congress, the 
Preparatory ( Ommntiee appeaied to all the elected mem- 
ers of the Central (COmmoatice of the RSFSR (© ommu- 
ist Party with a request to submat their propesais on the 
iratt Action analogous appeal was 
ddressed to the members he Preparatory ( ommoetice 
epresenting ali the Kray, oODiaSl ang Okrug parly organ 
reflecting the attntudes of the 
ymmunisis. 2 mapyonmty of the members of the ( entra 
Ommettee and the Preparatory ( Ommoetiee sent in 
nany propoesais and requests. (180 studied and generai- 
red were the proposals and requests found in the 
peeches by delegates at the 28th € PSG Congress and the 
Xussian Party ( onmterence as well as numerous articles im 
ne perrodical press. | hus, the dratt of the Actronm Prto- 
ram arose :n the very thock otf the partv masses, and 
eflected thei thoughts and asp»rations and the “vital 
te” ot the republic. Over the 2 months between the tirst 
nd second Stages of the C Onststuent ( Oneress.as a result 
ing Without Gays off. sis 
‘rs1ons were written for the dratt of the Action Program 
the RSFSR © onmemunst Party. A very difficult task 
mirontiing the wark roup was (Nat of prepanneg 
locument which to a maximum degree would consol- 
late ang unity ihe vanous altitudes. currents and pialt- 
Wms actually cxrsting in the repubire party organiza- 
ons. [ here were storms of emotion and heated disputes 
vuh the tension reaching mrt and a cubmenating 


wnt. Bul reason and responsiDiety prevaried. Although 


the working Stati 


> _ \- 
i rogra : in 
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nh the soqioeconemc section of the draft of the Action 
Program il was necessary to designate alternative 
approaches, as a whole a general document was pub- 
shed tor discussion and submatied to the delegates al 
ine second Stage of the ( onststuent ( Ongress. of the 
RSESR Communnst Party 


Editors} What were the basic results trom the second 
Stage of the Consisuent Congress.ot the RSFSR Com- 
munsi Pariv’ And what wail be the tuture 


Osadchry} The second stage of the C onststuent ( Ongress 
the RSFSR C ommunssit Party (4-6 September | 990) 
ympleted the process.ot toundiang the RSFSR ( ommu- 
nist Party. The tull membershp of the Central Com- 
mettee was clected (11 numbers 272 persons), and the 
entral Controh COmmession and its chassman, N:S 
Stelyarov, were elected. The Regulahon Governing the 
Centrat Controt ( Ommuassion and the Regulation on a 
Parity Reterendum im the RSFSR C ommunast Party were 
ipproved 


ihe ( Oneress paid Dasic attention to discussing the draft 

the Action Program. In many speeches, numerous 
ipproving words were heard on rs content Dut there was 
iso very harsh and al times withermng criticism. ( ertain 
lelegates saw ihe maim tlaw in the draft of the Action 
‘rogram on the tact that 1 comtradacts and even means a 
lepariure trom the pesmions of the 28th CPSU Corn- 
these assertions have no grounds {o 
them. For m essence the dratt of the Action Program has 
een based on the documents of the 28th Part)  ongress 
nd has been worked Out in developing their. ideas. At 
he same time, does reflect the actual situataon in 
Kiely ang the mood Of a mayjonty ol the communasts 
the RSFSR. 


ress. However. 


na workers 0! 


\nother tocus of the critrcism was objectively valid and 
ms was that the dratt of the Actrom Program had been 
published 2. weeks dDefore the start of the wark of the 
scoond Stage of the © onstituent ( ongress.(!4 August} 
Because of tts. hundreds and thousands of the party 
FEAMZALIONS in inststutons of learnmg (and not Only 
hem) where the communussts were on vacation could not 
iescuss.a. And thes 1s 4 signeficant part of the rnteilectuail 
wtential in the RNESR (© ommunnsst Party and mt wouid 

% be right not to consider tts vance. In thes content, the 
‘reparatory ( Onmmmettee nas proposed that the draft o} 
he Action Program be examened by the ( Ongress.as a 
asis for the turther enneching of it Dy the communasis in 
ISCUSSION and ihe finai version ve 
pproved then at the posnt Plenum of the ( entrai ( om- 
mettee and ( central ( Ontro!l ( Ommmassion of the RSFSR 
ommunist Party. [he dratt of the Action Program and 
he entire diverse collective of rts authors are open to an 
brectrve. well reasoned and constructive criticism. The 
ratt has weak and disputable posnts, there 1s deciara 
veness. and contradactorness and editomai “sins and 
morough work musi De done on it to Dring it to the 


re process 


‘quired madition 
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The Constituent Congress of the RSFSR Communist 
Party has tavored the view that the republic party 
organmations in them activites be guided by the By- 
Laws and Program Documents of the 28th CPSU Con- 
gress. The Congress also instructed the Central Com- 
mottee of the RSFSR Communzsst Party to contenue work 
mn the bas areas of actrvity for the RSFSR Communist 
Party considering a further dascussion of the draft of the 
\ction Program and the correcting of its weak porns. 
The work om the program document of the Russian 
ommunists 1S CONtmung and a new version Of il was 
proposed to the Plenum of the Central Commuttee of the 
RSFSR Communzsst Party in October | 990, 


Editors} The RSFSR Communnsst Party has been estab- 
ished. What now? 


Wsadchny| The RSFSR Commun:st Party possesses 

muaghty potentiak it should become an influentsa) polit- 
cal force in the republic. But its role and authority wall 

be determined not by the numbers but rather by the 

nmonlitancy. by vitah actevity and by the abriity to actually 

express and detend the interests of the broadest masses 
r workers 


The situatoon today im Seviet society 1s characterized by 
i raprd increase im politecah hostality. Natronalustac, sep- 
arabist and antrcommunsst attrtudes are bemg. sharply 
telt. The people are partrcularly depressed and are right- 
tull/N indignant over the empty shelves in the stores, the 
short-temperedness in limes, the lack of domestic amen- 
twes, the unchecked crime and interethnic conflicts. 
(Incertammty of tomorrow is growing, The people are 
tered of expectatoon and prommuses. Their trust cam be 
won oniy by deeds, by specific steps to improve the 
SiLuatoon and overcome the crisis. This is also the mam 
practecal task of the RSFSR Communsst Party and its 
( entra) Commmoettee as well as each Russian conmmmunist. 
[tcan be carned out only by constantly berg in the thick 
t the masses, knowing therr mood and Carrying Out their 


Wii 
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Readiness for Compromise: The Last Word in the 
Debate Over the RSFSR Communist Party Has 
Not Been Said 

JIS POOLOS Moscow SOTSIOLOGICHESKAYE 
ISSLEDOVANTYA in Russian No 1, Jan 9) (segned to 
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pp 145-147 


Ulnattrrbuted interview wath members of the Central 
Conmmettee of the RSFSR Conmmunnast Party, A 
Dmetriyev, doctor of philosophical scrences and edztor- 
n-chret of the journal SOTSHOLOGICHESKIYE ISSLE- 
DOVANIYA and V. Liprtskiy. doctor of philosophical 
scrences and sector head at the Instrtute of Marxism- 
Lenonx m Under the CPSU Centrah Commmuttee} 


(Text) The debate which has developed in the second 
Stage of the Constatuent Congress of the RSFSR Com- 
munst Party and its results contimue to be widely 
discussed On society, Causimg the most contradimtory 
responses. Al present. answering (he questions of RAB- 
OQCHAYA TRIBUNA are the members of the Central 
Commuttee of the RSFSR Commuansi Party. doctor of 
philosophical sciences and edrtor-in-chiet of the journal 
SOTSIOLOGICHESKIYE ISSLEDUOVANIYA, 4 
Dmuetryey, and doctor of philosophical sciences and 
sector head at the Instrtute of Marxism-Lensnism Under 
the CPSU Centrah Commy "ee, V. Liprtskiy. An impor- 
tant deta) 1s that they are members of the Central 
Commoettee as representatrves of the Democratic Plat- 
formin the CPSU (the sectron of reformist Communzsts). 


(RABOCHAYA TRIBUNA| What. from your view. 
pomt, has become the mam question determining the 
course of debate at the Congress’ 


[Dmetryev| Undoubtedly. the attetuce toward economic 
retorm, Im the view of the market one can make oul two 
clearly different viewpoints and each of these 1s based on 
its OWN System of values. 


The first contains the tradstronal notuon of socialism on 
a basis of such values as public ownership of the means 
of production, distributron according to labor, and 
restricting the sphere of actron of commodity-monetary 
relations. The supporters of this positron consider the 
transition to a market to be a step backward and a 
temporary retreat under the pressure of circumstances 
We do not share it as it 1s impossible to carry out a 
long-term policy proceeding from such a view. Practice 
has shown al) the absurdity of the admonsstratrve-state 
organimation of the economy 


The other system of views which was also strongly 
expressed at the Congress cam be deserbed as market 
socialism. This means that over an extended historical 
penod a dictatorship of production etficrency should be 
established on the basis of drverse forms of ownership, 
including private. Im thas instance, the new model of 
socialism in practice could realuze basic human values 


It cam be sad definetely that at present the mam danger 
for the Russian communzssts is the conflict between the 
adherents of one or another side. And particularly the 
implacabrlity of those who do not see that low produc- 
tron efficiency. waste and the growing lag behind world 
progress are more lethah tham the costs (and they 
undoubtedly are very important) of a market economy 


But at the Congress there were also promising moments 
which showed the possibility of agreement and a read:- 
ness of the delegates to reach Compromnuses. 


(RABOCHAYA TRIBUNA| The Congress gamed a 
solid reputation of being conservative. In thas instance 
how cam one expiam the electron of supporters of the 
Democratic Platform to the Central Commnuttee and the 
Central Controh Commission” 











| Laprtskiy| | See (his as a symptom of the changes which 
have occurred in (he polilecal awareness Of many dele- 
gates. AL the © ongress we in no way Concealed ourselves 
but openly stated our views. The representatives of the 
platforms were partwularly set apart on the candidate 
lists SO thah the votung would not be blind, One of the 
members of the Democrat Plubtorm, Yu. Protasenko 
(Lenongrad) in the course of discussing the candidacies 
gave a full deseriptwon of his posteonm and... was clected 
although there were many votes agamnst. some 642 


TRABOCHAYA TRIBLINAL Wall the several radials 
who have jomed the new © central onmmoettee and ( central 


Control Commussion be able to achteve anythong real!’ 


il IPPHlSKiy) Al present ) these Dodres a small bub actove 
group of like thenkers is Comong into bem, Our inten 
trons are ASSHSI arrying Owl a policy apmed al 
Supporting a market cconomec retorm, ab constructive 
interaction wilh the republic Supreme Soviet, couapora 
trom wilh other partes and social movements and the tull 
democrabizabron of 
sary Lo have the immedmte and Open solution to the icgal 
Questions ars, over the property of the CPSU In 


niernal party lite. We teel it neces- 


onsidering ali circumstances related to the founding of 
the RSFSR Conmmunsst Party. we teel idvisable to 
onvene its next congress in | 99), having prepared the 
program and Dv-law documents of the party tor this 


RABOCHAYA TRIBUNA| Your colleagues on the 
Democrat Plattorm aving broken wath the CPSU 
reircize VOu Tor a CONCINIALOryY NOHCYS 

[Laprtskiv| The leaders of thos ving Of the Democrat 
Plattorm and who stand at the sources of the movement 
have made a decisive contribution its development 
Largely gue precisety tO inerr crfPorts [he frrst steps Nave 
been taken to renew the party. But their implacabrinty 
and retusa) of any compromises, in. my view, are not the 
best policy. At present would be hard to thank up any 
greater gift to the conservabove forces than the wath- 
drawal trom the ( PSt!) of progressively thanking persons 
or a retusa) to jorn the elective bodies. The Communzsst 
Party remanns an influential factor 1m our secra) lite and 
we cannot be inditterent in what directron this tactor wall 
operate and by what methods. Involvement in working 
wt and implementing party policy and symultaneously 
democrat control—this is now where the retormyust 


COMmMunIStS See their osspon 


Dowtrivev| Ot should be the issue of the 
tundamental retorm of the party and working oul a new 
model of Chas also means a new understanding of the 
principle of democrat where democracy 
develops as far as possible and Central admuonrstrateon as 
far as necessary. Here the accent is on work among the 


Ourse, (here 
entraism 


population through the party clubs. [mn a word, modern- 
iZateon: and not the “parattmazatoon mothbailing} 
the party. AS 1s now tashronable to say. no other solution 
IS provided 
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(RABOCHAYA TRIBLINA| At the Congress was the 
Voie of representabrves of the working class heard’ How 
did. they get along wath the other delegates? 


|Dootrivey) What is presently occurring in sectely often 
diverges wath the interests of the workers who have 
become disappointed in. the party's impotence having 
repeatediv pronmused to change the situation for the 
better. This could be heard both im the Constituent 
(Congress as well as om the spot, in the party organima 
toons. The instances of the workers leaving the party 
annot help but cause concern, 


There are varvous reasons here. One of them is the 
awareness that in the (CPSU and im society itself the 
influence of the workers has declined wath a sumulta 
neous strengthenmg of other social groups 


[he “clash” of the workers wath the intellectuals of both 

rightist and leftist bent was notsced im the t 
discussing the program) and in. proposing the lcading 
bodies of the party. This setuation must not be ignored 
The attetude of the delegates who argued im favor of 
more workers e central party bodies 
oncern Of the largest social group of our society for tts 
future. 


course 


rentiects$ the 


(RABOCHAYA TRIBRINA| The response to the © on. 
Steuent Congress has been vamed and tor many even 
pamtul, What are vour prediactoons for the future 


Uowtirevev| Al present. one can see three approaches in 
the intentrons of the conmmmunssts who do not dgree with 
the spomt and the line of the Congress. [he trrst is an 
abtempt to create an alternatyve Russian (Communist 
Party on the plattorm of the CPSU! The weakness bere 1s 
seen im the tact that vet another communsst party unde 
the condstrons of mass withdrawal trom the exsisting ones 
will searcely be viable. The second approach which has 
been proposed by a number of party organmations is 
om the CPSU danectiy. im bypassing the RSFSR Com 
mun)st Party. [This is related to the contradictions which 
are not resolvable by the current By-Laws, it wall lead t 
a turther breaking upof the forces and.1s suntable only fos 
the largest organizations capable of becoming indepen- 
dent principals in. a contract wath the CPSU im the event 
fits federalzation 


Liprtskiy| We teel that there is a thand preterable way 
with the formatron of a platform of democrabx torces 
withen the republic Commmunsst Party and on the basis of 
this platform it would be possible to prepare tor the next 
congress and ensure a progressive nature for its deci 
sions. Such work has aiready been started by the blo« 
Democratic Unrty which arose at the Congress. We wall 
iso contenue this work, The last word in the debate over 
the RSFSR Conmmunsst Party has not vet been said 
COPYRIGHT: Ilzdatelstvo “Nauka Sotsiolog: 
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\rticles Not Translated 
WMOU0000 Moscow SOTSIOLOGIC HESKI)Y} 
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